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PREFACE 

The papers published in t h i s  issue of 5CE Reports 
will be discussed a t  the  IILB Conventiod in New York, in  
session 145 110:lS-11:30 A,!. , Hilton, Room 524-261. As 
Mallace Hartin, the guest edi tor  for  t h i s  issue and 
aoderator for  the HLA session observes, these a re  not 
obvious papers, whether taken singly or a s  a set .  I 
hope that  t h i s  issue a r r ives  i n  time for these papers 
t o  be read prior  t o  the aeeting s ince i t  was, a s  with 
other SCE prograas, our primary concern t o  locate  i r -  
portant issues and c rea te  an occasion t o  discuss them. 

If you uish t o  respond t o  these papers, or to  
the HLA session, please do so by writing t o  the address 
printed on the inside front  couer. We hope t o  publish 
the next issue of SCE Reports by ear ly s u a ~ e r ,  so 
responses t o  these papers should be sent by Hay l i t .  

You will find in  t h i s  package a copy of 
SCE Reports 19, labelled, with good intentions, 
"Suamer,l981.' I t  i s  being ra i l ed  now part ly  for 
economic reasons, but I cannot b la re  i t  a l l  on the 
cost of postage. 
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I O f  special in te res t  to  SCE members: 

#Nowinations a r e  now being accepted for the board of 
I 

directors .  Three d i rec tors  n i l 1  be elected t o  serve 
fo r  f i v e  year terms. Nomination forss  and information 

I 

about the elect ion procedures will be mailed i n  
January. 

lThe annual business ~ e e t i n g  of the Society wil l  be 
held in  New York on Tuesday, Deceaber 29,  1981, 5 1 5 -  
6:30  PI$ Clinton roo@, Hilton Hotel. Please come t o  
t h i s  neeting if you can. We have a nuaber of important 
a a t t e r s  t o  discuss concerning future projects and 
plans fo r  the Society. 

Leroy Searle 
Secretary, SCE 
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FOREWORD 

Since t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  Barthes ' "From Work 
[oeuvre] t o  Text" t e n  y e a r s  ago, t h e  l a t t e r  word has  
a l l  but rep laced  t h e  former i n  discussions of l i t e r a -  
tu re .  Tile seven p r o p o s i t i o n s  p r e s e r i ~ e d  i n  t h a t  essay  
now appear  t o  be t h e  f i r s t  and l a s t  words on t h e  sub- 
j e c t .  The t e x t  a s  i r r e d u c i b l y  p l u r a l ;   he t e x t  a s  
i n t e r t e x t u a l  ; above a l l ,  t h e  t e x t  a s  "dxperieaced 
only i n  a n  a c t i v i t y  o f  production"--if \to have n o t  
gone beyond Bar thes ,  i t  is because i~ J.L d i f f i c u l t  
t o  hnagine how we could do so .  €le concluded by say- 
ltlg t h a l  " t h e  theory o f  t h e  t e x t  can coi l ic ide on ly  
wr#Oi d p r a c t i c e  of  w r i t i n g , "  and he has  proved pro- 
p~ ... t i c ,  even i f  t h e  w r i t i n g  i n  which the word " tex t"  
id used o f t e n  t u r n s  o u t  t o  be a thepry of something 
o l h e r  than t e x t u a l i t y .  

To s o l i c i t  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  " the  r e t u r n  o f  t h e  
text ' '  is thus  t o  c r e a t e  a s i t u a t i o n  i n  wl~ ich  no 
Lheore t ica l  Focus is  l i k e l y  t o  emerge. By a l l u d i n g  
t o  ~ r e u d ' s  " re tu rn  of  t h e  represset l ,"  ti le t i t l e  
i n v i t e s  r h e  f u r t h e r  d i s t o r t i o n s  c h a r a ~ t e r i s t i c  of  
the  unconscious, and the  w r i t e r s  o f  t h e  fol lowing 
papers  d u t i f u l l y  urtleashed t h e i r  f a n t a s i e s  by play- 
i n g  every  p o s s i b l e  cha~ige  on LIte meaning of the  word 
" re turn ."  tieterogenrous a s  they a r e ,  these  papers  
cancot  t s c a p e  tire c o a d i t i o n s  o f  t e x t u a l i t y  i t s e l f - -  
one o f  which is, a s  Michel P i e r s s e ~ i s  reminds us ,  
t h a t  "it is always p o s s i b l e  t o  go from one t e x t  t o  
any o t h e r ,  however a r b i t r a r y  t h e  clloice." I n  t h e  
hope of  encouraging p a r t i c i p a t i o n  when t h e s e  papers  
a r e  d i scussed  i n  New York, I would sugges t  t h a t  
d e s p i t e  appearances,  they do i n ~ e r s e c t  i n  s i g n i f i -  
c a n t  ways. I n s t a n c e s :  
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1. Conjunct ions o f  American and C o n t i n e n t a l  
thought. ~ e r r i d a '  s "Economimesis ," which prov:des 
p a r t  o f  t h e  framework o f  Cynthia Chase's paper, h a s  
j u s t  appeared i n  Engl i sh  ( D i a c r i t i c s ,  Summer, 1981); 
Kurt Heinzelman's The Economics of  the  Imaginat ion 
appeared l a s t  year .  The q u e s t i o n  of  how t h e  l i t e r a r y /  
a e s t h e t i c  "work," i n  t h e  Kantian t r a d i t i o n ,  s e t  
i t s e l f  o f f  from t h e  working world of  t e x t u a l i t y  and 
mundane exchange is thematized by both, though they 
s h a r e  no o s t e n s i b l e  frame of  re fe rence .  American 

c r i t i c s ,  caught  up i n  t h e  cur rency  of  imported theory 
o r  d i s c o u n t i n g  i t  o u t  o f  hand, have f a i l e d  t o  n o t e  
t h a t  n a t i v e  s t r a i n s  of thought concern t h e  same 
mat te r s .  A s i m i l a r  s i t u a t i o n  appears  i n  philosophy 
(when, f o r  example, Der r ida  and Anglo-American phi- 
losophers  emphasize t h e  same a s p e c t s  o f  P l a t o ,  and 
Cave11 and Rorty t r e a t  themes t h a t  Cont inen ta l  
t h i n k e r s  would f i n d  congenia l ) .  Advocates of Anglo- 
American methodologies may f i n d  ( t h e  Frenchman) 
P i e r s s e n s '  empl~as i s  on "epis temological  account- 
a b i l i t y "  w r e  t o  t h e i r  l i k i n g  than ( t h e  American) 
Chase's e x o r b i t a n t  read ing  of Baude la i re  as nauseated 
by Rousseau. For  any open-minded reader ,  t h e  problem 
is l e s s  one o f  choosing whicli c r i t i c a l  t r a d i t i o n  t o  
fol low than o f  no t ing  how tiley a r e  i n t e r r e l a t e d ,  and 
wi~a t  l i n e s  o f  thougilt they sugges t  t h a t  a r e  worth 
p u r s u i  ng. 

2. Economirs otrd psyc\ \oanalysis :  m s L e r  
discou;se*, or  3 i t e r  R L  y c o n ~ t r u c t s ?  The* "return" of 
t h e  I r x t  i~~c ,xornbly  lends  ~ . i  t o  thca econoluic dimcn- 
3 iorl o f  rreutl' .- mt~tapsycl,olrgy, a r~d  to tile exigenr  Lr,? 
of l a b o ~ ,  proc:ustiori, and c.tcl~.irtge a s  w e  have con- 
s(, ious ly  o r  uc:cnr~sciously ui~t lc~rstood tllein i n  Llie 
rpocll o f  c r p i  ~ a l i s n ~ .  As llr inzelman has showll with 
cclspec r t o  onorujcs, and a s  we have o f t e n  been 
cr~rlce- I\ 1:11; pqycht~.-~lcil y s i s ,  t h e  use  of t h e s e  d i s c i -  
pl lnc,,: 1 I. t r-st-ual trtialysis soon r a i s e s  t h e  quest  iot! 

o €  w11o.c~~ ~ ~ s t . u r s  i v e  formation w i l l  be mas te r .  'l'o 
staLe t l r * ~  rluestiurl i n  P i e r s s e n s '  form: what e n t i t l e s  
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g l o b a l  systems o f  exp lana t ion  t o  t r e a t  t e x t u a l  pro- 
duc t ion  a s  one o f  t h e i r  sub-systems, i n  view o f  t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  t h e  former a r e  t l~emse lves  t e x t s ?  The e a s e  
wi th  whicl~ tllc q u e s t i o n  c a n  bc r a i s e d  masks t h e  d i f f i -  
c u l t y  of  answering i t  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y .  I n  p o i n t  of  
f a c t ,  l i t e r a r y  s tudy  and t e x t u a l  a n a l y s i s  have no t  
produced a  S i n g l e  exp lana tory  system tlrcrt could hope 
t o  match, i n  cogency and g e n e r a l i t y ,  tlrc systems 
a v a i l a b l e  i n  o t h e r  d i s c i p l i n e s .  Unt i l  L11ey do so ,  
they w i l l  be e n t h r a l l e d  b y / t o  those  c i i sk ip l ines .  

3. Fragging: p a r t - o b j e c t s  i n  r e l a ~ l o n  t o  t h e  
body of  t h e  t e x t .  Some o f  t h e  most b r i l l i a n t  r e a d e r s  
oL our tirne d e r i v e  t h e i r  i n s i g h t s  froru ~ c r u t i n y  of  a  
sn1u11 swatch o f  t e x t ,  cons idered  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a n  
encompassing l i n g u i s t i c ,  psychoanalyt ic  , o r  phi lo-  
s o p h i c a l  theme. The heterogcneiby of  :!,ls method, 
c h a r a c t e r l s t i c  of the  epoch o f  t e x t u a l  i :TI, is i m -  
p l i c i t l y  quest ioned by F e l i c i r y  Baker drrd P ie rssens .  
Wllen Raker r e i n s e r t s  t h e  "purloined ribbon" i n c i d e n t  
discussed by de  Plan back i n  Book I 1  o f  Rousseau's 
Cuntessions,  slre d i s c o v e r s  a  psychic econoo~y q u i t e  
d i f  fereir t  from t h e  one de  Man is a b l e  t o  educe from 
i t  when he reads  t h e  i n c i d e n t  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  speech- 
a c t  theory,  grammar, r h e t o r i c ,  and Rousseau's f o u r t h  
"ltevery ." Likewise, P i e r s s c n s  ' c r  i t i qitc o f  Chase 
is  based i n  l a r g e  p a r t  on h i s  read ing  o r  ~ o u s s e a u ' s  
nintlr Promenade a s  a  whole, from whici~ Chase has 
e x t r a c t e d  one i n c i d e n t  f o r  discussion. 

The f a c t  t h a t  Baude la i rc  himself c u t  o u t  a  
p iece  of  "Morale du joujou" t o  use a-rs t h e  prose poem 
" ~ e  joujoc~ d e  pauvi-e," and t h a t  Rousseau dismembered 
Book 3.1 of t h e  Confessions when he repea ted  tbe  
ribbon i n c i d e n t  i n  t h e  Reveries ,  may imply t h a t  i t  
is i d o l a t r o u s  o f  us  t o  invoke t h e  body o f  t h e  t e x t  
a s  a  whole, s i n c e  a u t h o r s  d i s s e c t  t h e i r  own a s  
morsels ( t h e  corps  morcel6). 

4. Holism a rc tu r l l  o f  the work (and s u b j e c t ) .  

I f  we are sympathet ic  t o  t h e  p o s i t i o n s  espoused by 
Baker and P i e r s s e n s ,  we must r e f l e c t  on t h e  implica- 
t i o n s  o f  o u r  sympathy. Once t h e  leg i t imacy  of a n  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  is based on  t h e  u n i t a r y  c h a r a c t e r  o f  
a  t e x t ,  we presuppose t h a t  completeness and coherence 
a r e  necessary  f e a t u r e s  o f  i n t e r p r e t i v e  leg i t imacy .  
Furthermore, we a r e  l i k e l y  t o  f i n d  o u r s e l v e s  evoking 
one o f  t h e  purpor ted ly  d i s c r e d i t e d  e n t i t i e s  o r  
t h e o r i e s  of  t r a d i t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t o  s u s t a i n  
our  p o s i t i o n .  Thus P i e r s s e n s  openly d e c l a r e s  h i s  
a l l e g i a n c e  t o  t h e  hypothes i s  o f  a  "subject ,"  and 
Baker r e a s s e r t s  t h e  importance o f  r e f e r e n t i a l i t y  
( a l b e i t  o f  a  "deadly kind"). T h i s  "reborn" s u b j e c t  
is n o t  t ranscendenta l ;  i t  is  r a t h e r  a t h e o r e t i c a l  
nexus, "a geometr ic  l o c u s  where l i n e s  and f o r c e s  
t h a t  o r i g i n a t e  elsewhere i n t e r s e c t , "  a s  Shklovsky 
remarked. Nevertheless ,  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  vindi-  
c a t i n g  c e r t a i n  a s p e c t s  of t r a d i t i o n a l  epistemology 
has a r i s e n  and should be faced. 

5. A j u s t i f i c a t i o n  of  t e x t u a l  defacement. The 
reason  f o r  seemingly a r b i t r a r y  j u x t a p o s i t i o n s  of  
t e x t s  is  t h a t  i t  may be t h e  o n l y  way t o  produce 
genuinely new i n s i g h t s .  We must "shake up" theory 
("the way Ivan t h e  T e r r i b l e  would 'shake up' h i s  
henchmens--Shklovsky). For example, i f  t h e  l i n g u i s -  
t i c  element is t o  be a n  i r r e d u c i b l e  component o f  a n  
account  o f  w r i t i n g  and read ing ,  i t  cannot d o c i l e l y  
submit i t s e l f  t o  a s s i m i l a t i o n  i n  psychoanalyt ic  o r  
f o r  t h a t  matter l i n g u i s t i c  and s e m i o t i c  t h e o r i e s .  
Hence--the i d e a  of  i n c o r p o r a t i n g  r a t h e r  than  i n t r o -  
j e c t i n g  s i g n s ;  t h e o r i e s  o f  misunclerstanding; t h e o r i e s  
v i o l a t i n g  t h e  laws o f  p rocess  and c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  i n  
whicl~ a  " r e s t r i c t e d  economy" of  exchange and 'balanced 
books y i e l d s  t o  a  "general  economy" p o s i t i n g  a b s o l u t e  
l ack ,  o r  supplementar i ty  and excess .  How d o  we know 
t h a t  t h e  books will always ba lance  i n  t h e  process  of 
vet b;tl pruduc t i o n ,  consumption, and exchange? 

6. nc; twce~~ commitment and avoidance. I have 

7 
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s i m p l i f i e d  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  p o s i t i o n s  involved 
i n  o r d e r  t o  h i g h l i g h t  i t .  The s t a b i l i t y  o f  Baker's 
read ing  of  Rousseau is one t h a t  (as  I understand i t )  
e f f a c e s  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  " sub jec t"  i n  o r d e r  t o  exp la in  
t h e  product ion and e f f e c t s  o f  w r i t i n g .  And P t e r s s e n s '  
r e s e r v a t i o n  about  h e r  reading--that i t  does n o t  t a k e  
t r a n s f e r e n c e  i n t o  account  (which would c a l l  i n t o  
ques t ion  h e r  own p o s i t i o n  a s  reader)--shows t h a t  he  
does not i n t e n d  t o  r e t u r n  us  t o  some p r e l a p s a r i a n  
s t a t e  of  c r i t i c a l  innbcence and s t a b i l k y .  So l o n g  
a s  we t h i n k  i t  p o s s i b l e  t o  work ou t  t h e  problems 
posed by t h e s e  a l t e r n a t i v e s - - s o  long,  t h e  Freudian 
might say ,  as we have a problem t o  work through-- 
t h e r e  w i l l  be  t e x t u a l  product ion and consurmnetion. 

7. For purposes o f  symmetry, i n  o r d e r  t o  produce 
a s  many p r o p o s i t i o n s  a s  Bar thes  dkd t e n  y e a r s  ago, 
I append a n  a s i d e  t o  my f e l l o w  Anglo-Americanists. 
I hope you w i l l  have time t o  re read  Book I1 of t h e  
Confessions,  t h e  n i n t h  of  t h e  Promenades (may I r v i n g  
Babbit t  f o r g i v e  u s ) ,  and Baude la i re ' s  "Morale du 
joufou" b e f o r e  t h e  s e s s i o n ;  i n  t h e i r  f a s h i o n  they 
repay a t t e n t i o n .  I f  we do n o t  want t o  spend most o f  
our  t i m e  read ing  i n t e r e s t i n g  papers  about  French 
l i t e r a t u r e ,  we must produce more i n t e r e s t i n g  papers  
about  English and American l i t e r a t u r e .  

Wallace Mart in 
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TEXTS THAT WE ON4, TEXTS THAT WE DO NOT OWN: 

THEORIES OF ECONOMIC AND AESTHETIC RESPONSE 

Kurt Heinzelman 
Univers i ty  of  Texas a t  Aust in 

The s t u d e n t  who complains, "I worlyd r e a l l y  
hard  a t  t h i s  t e x t ,  but! I j u s t  d i d n ' t  'get '  any- 
th ing  o u t  of  i t , "  is posing i n  rudimentary form 
one of t h e  s u b j e c t s  implied by t h e  t o p i c ,  "The 
Return of  t h e  Text." He is ask ing  what kind of  
"return" he can expect  from h i s  investruerlt o f  
"work," and he i s  a l s o  a s k i n g  f o r  an accoutlt of  
t h e  value of  h i s  l a b o r  expended i n  readitlg l i t e r a -  
t u r e .  Often t h i s  l a b o r  h a s  been g e n r ~ i . ~ e l y  and 
e a r n e s t l y  expended: t h e  s t u d e n t  may ren~elnber , 

events ,  c h a r a c t e r s ,  and metaphorical d e t a i l s  from 
h i s  reading;  he  may a l s o  be  a b l e  t o  say something, 
based on h i s  p a s t  read ing  exper iences ,  about t h e  
l i t e r a r y  work's h i s t o r i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  (I am 
not  speaking h e r e  of  t h e  s t u d e n t  who u s e s  t l ~ i s  
complaint t o  j u s t i f y  not  read ing . )  What he  cannot 
do is t o  say anyth ing  about  h i s  own work 's  s i g n i -  
f i cance .  

To do so ,  he would have t o  t r a n s f e r  va lue  
from the  l a b o r  he has  bestowed upon t h e  t e x t  to -- 
t h e  l i t e r a r y  product  t h a t  c a l l e d  i t  f o r t h ,  and v i c e  
versa :  t h i s  exchange, i n  t h e  end, i s  what h a s  no t  
occurred.  The l i t e r a r y  process  has f a i l e d ,  i n  
Walter Benjamin's terms, t o  embody "the exemplary 
c h a r a c t e r  o f  product ion,  which is  a b l e  f i r s t  t o  
induce o t h e r  producers  t o  produce" and then t o  t u r n  
mere consumers i n t o  produt:ers also---"that is, readers  
o r  s p e c t a t o r s  i n t o  c o l l a l ~ o r n t o r s . "  For, accord ing  
t o  Benjamin's e s s a y  "The Author a s  I'roducer," w r i t -  
i n g  i s  a mode of  p r o d i ~ c t ~ o r ~ ,  capable o t  changing 
even the w i l l  o r  d e s i i e  of  t h e  r e . ~ < I ~ r ,  o f  t rans -  
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forming i t  from one kind o f  economic modalify 
fconsumerism) i n t o  ano ther  ( c o l l a b o r a t i o n ) .  

But the  s t u d e n t ' s  complaint  about  t h e  in- 
s u f f i c i e n t  economics of  h i s  read ing  exper ience  
must be  d e a l t  w i t h  more d e l i b e r a t e l y ,  f o r  h e  has 
no t  even a t t a i n e d  t h e  l e v e l  of s p e c t a t o r s h i p ,  t h e  
p leasure  of be ing  a consumer. That ,  i n  a sense ,  
is  h i s  complaint ,  and i t  opens up a s e r i e s  o f  - 
q u e s t l o n s  about t h e  forms o f  thought and t h e  d i s -  
c u r s i v e  models we use t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  l i t e r a r y  pro- 
c e s s  of  w r i t i n g  and read ing ,   enj jam in's p roduc t ive  
c o l l a b o r a t i o n .  How, f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  can one j u s t i f y  
using economic d i s c o u r s e  t o  prove, o r  even t o  
d e s c r i b e ,  t h e  v a l i d i t y  o f  a e s t h e t i c  response-- 
t h a t  i s , . o n e l s  response t o  l i t e r a r y  works? Does 

t h e  economic concept of work apply  t o  l i t e r a r y  
work a t  a l l ?  Or is  i t  tnerely a form of ca tachre-  
sis--a misappropr ia t ion  o f  metaphor--to b r i n g  
no t ions  of consumption and produc t ion ,  l a b o r  and 
exchange, t o  b e a r  upon t h e  l i t e r a r y  process?  Can 

t h e r e  e v e r  be a n  economic response t o  a e s t h e t i c s  
t h a t  h a s  f u n c t i o n a l  v a l i d i t y  a s  both a e s t h e t i c  and 
economic judgment? 

We can,  o f  cotirse, i n d i g n a n t l y  d i smiss  the 
complaining s t u d e n t  who wants  t o  "get" something 
from a l i t e r a r y  work, t o  make i t  h i s  own proper ty  
o r  a c q u i s i t i o n .  In  ask ing  t h a t  a t e x t  make a 
"return" i n  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  sense  of t h e  word, we 
could say ,  the  s t u d e n t  i s  a l r e a d y  succumbing un- 
ques t ion ing ly  t o  t h e  dominant economic mode of h i s  
time--in t h i s  c a s e ,  t o  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  ideology 
t h a t ,  by va lu ing  consrrmption a s  (monetary) accumu- 
l a t i o n ,  f o s t e r s  t h e  i n s i d i o u s  i l l u s i o n  t h a t  labor  
should "get" a consumable product  i n  r e t u r n  f o r  
i ts  e x e r t i o n .  ' Some might a l s o  a v e r  t h a t  t h e  econo- 
mic modeling of  t h e  s t u d e n t ' s  complaint h a s  compro- 
mised d i s i n t e r e s t e d  i n t e l l e c t u a l  inqui ry .  However 
we answer t h e  complaint ,  though, i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  
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t o  d i smiss  t h e  way the  s t u d e n t  has  phrased h i s  
cornplain t wi thout  s i m t i l  taneously q u a l i f y i n g  t h e  
n a t u r e  of  d e s i r e  i t s e l f .  

Economics is, i n  its broades t  sense ,  one way-- 
and a  most pervas ive  way--of q u a l i f y i n g  o r  of  . pars ing  and s t r u c t u r i n g  d e s i r e .  Indeed, the  p a r t  
of economics which has a  de te rmina t ive  e l f e c t  on 
what we d e s i r e  and on how o u r  d e s i r e s  %re d i s t r i -  
buted has always c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  o v e r t P o l i t i c a 1  
component o f  t h a t  i n t e l l e c t ~ ~ a l  d i s c i p l i r ~ c .  We 
have become accustomed t o  hear ing  t h e  s t u d e n t ' s  
co~npla in t  I n  i t s  most o v e r t - - i t s  most oss i f i ed- -  
p o l i t i c a l  form. When a government o r  a  governing 
body, such a s  a  u n i v e r s i t y ' s  board of rrL:c!rlts, 
speaks of c u t t i n g  funds t o  t h e  a r t s  and I . ~ ~ u ~ a ~ ~ i t i e s ,  
i t  too is r a i s i n g  t h e  ques t ion  implied i n  the t o p i c ,  
"Tl~e Return of t h e  Text." Moreover, when a  " l e t u r n  
t o  t h e  bas ics"  is a l s o  c a l l e d  f o r ,  i t  o f t e n  means 
t h a t  what is rudimentary has  been i d e n t i f i e d  with 
what is economical ly understandable:  knowledge 
q u a n t i f i e d  a s  e lementa l  value--"the bas ics . "  

TIte primary danger itere i s  suclt a  pervas ive  
(e~onomic)  way of  p a r s i n g  d e s i r e ,  of posing tlie 
qtiestion of  "returns, '?  o r  of  plrrasirtg one ' s  
rcact ior l  to l i t e r a r y  t e x t s  ntay becotl~c a pcrsud- 
s j v e  way o f  do ing  s o ,  i f  t h e r e  is no d i r e c t  way 
of r c b u t t i ~ i g  i t ,  no e q u a l l y  p i~rvds ive  language i n  
which t o  s t r u c t u r e  d e s i r e  d i f  l e r e n t l y .  So, t h e  
s t u d e n t  who wants t o  get  someLhir~g from a l i t e r a r y  
work i l l  exchange Eor h i s  l i t e r a r y  l a b o r s  may r r -  
sernble a  funding agency t h a t  wants to  g e t  some- 
th ing  concre te  f o r  i ts investment i n  t h a t  both 
def  i n c  ownership i n  elementary economic terms. 
BuL tlre i n t e l l e c t u a l  p rocess  o f  clef i n i  t i o n  is not  
advanced by snubbing what i s  elementary. Or by 
claiming t h a t  l i t e r a r y  people - -au~l t i~rs ,  s c h o l a r s ,  
and e f  f i cdc io t l s  readers--11avtr t h e  l r owl i n v i o l a b l e  
and p r i v i l e g e d  r i g h t  of  cjwnelship t o  L C X L S  o r  t o  
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t h e  l i t e r a r y  process .  L e f t  unexamined is t h e  ques- 

t i o n  of  how t h i s  i d e a  of  ownership, i n  b o t h  i ts .  
economic and a e s t h e t i c  a s p e c t s ,  h a s  evolved, and 
wliether economic and a e s t h e t i c  responses-- these  two 
forms of discourse--can e v e r  be  made t o  t a l k ,  as i t  
were, t o  one another .  

As modes of  a b s t r a c t i o n ,  t h e s e  forms o f  die- 
course  a r e  h i s t o r i c a l l y  more congruent ,  and t h e  
s t u d e n t ' s  complaint  more provocat ive,  than  one might 
a t  f i r s t  suppose, accord ing  t o  Raymond Williams. 
Williams contends t h a t  "what emerges i n  bourgeois  
economics a s  t h e  'consumer'--the a b s t r a c t  f i g u r e  
corresponding t o  t h e  a b s t r a c t i o n  o f  (market and 
commodity) 'production'--emerged i n  c u l t u r a l  theory 
a s  ' a e s t h e t i c s '  and ' t h e  a e s t h e t i c  response."'2 Not 

only does the  i d e a  of an a e s t h e t i c  "reader" co inc ide  
h i s t o r i c a l l y  w i t h  the  r o l e  of t h e  consumer i n  bour- 
geo is  economic theory ,  b u t  the f i e l d  of a e s t h e t i c s  
a s  a  s u b s e t  of c u l t u r a l  theory is h i s t o r i c a l l y  ana- 
logous t o  the  concept  of product ion a s  a  s u b s e t  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  economy. From Williams' point  o f  view, 
the  a e s t h e t i c  n o t i o n  of t h e  "reader" was a  super- 
s t r u c t u r a l  imitation--an i d e o l o g i c a l  extension--of 
the  economic phenomenon of  t h e  "consumer." Thus, 
t o  answer the  s t u d e n t  by t r y i n g  t o  p r i v i l e g e  the 
i d e a  o f  " a e s t h e t i c  response" o v e r  the  s t u d e n t ' s  
economic metaphor of  consumption i s  t o  s u s t a i n  a s  
a  dichotomy what was h i s t o r i c a l l y  analogous--namely, 
the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between economic and a e s t h e t i c  res-  
ponse a s  complementary processes  o f  f i g u r a t i o n .  I n  

saying t h a t  t h e  "reader" should n o t  look f o r  a  
" re turn"  of  t h e  kind t h a t  t h e  s t u d e n t  (unconsciously)  
expec ts ,  one is merely i n v e s t i n g  t h a t  h i s t o r i c a l  
analogue wi th  v a l u e s  t o  s u i t  one ' s  own b i a s e s .  

We do not  have t o  s u b s c r i b e  t o  Williams' v i e v  
of t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  c a u s a l i t y  a t  work here  i n  o rder  
t o  examine t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  h i e t o r i c a l  c g i n c i -  
dence which he observes. I n  f a c t ,  I would argue 
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t h a t  Williams' h i s t o r i c a l  analogue between c u l t u r a l  
and economic theory  may be more l i k e  an i d e n t i f i c a -  
t i o n  than a n  analogue,  f o r  economists were t h e  
f i r s t  t h i n k e r s  t o  s e p a r a t e  t h e  ques t ion  of a e s t h e t i c  
consumption from t h e  q u e s t i o n  of  economic product ion,  
a  s e p a r a t i o n  which n e c e s s a r i l y  p o l a r l z r d  t h e  concept 
of value; subsequent ly ,  t h e i r  l o g i c  h a s  in f luenced  
t h e  kind o f  counter- logic  needed t o  r e j o i n  t h e  two 
ques t ions .  

? 
Adam Smith, i n  h i s  l e c t u r e s  on r h e t o r i c  and 

b e l l e s - l e t t r e s ,  t r i e d  t o  l i n k  prose w r i t i n g  w i t h  
economic u t i l i t y ,  which n e c e s s i t a t e d  a  concomitant 
devaluing on l i i s  p a r t  o f  a l l  forms of  w r i t l n g  which 
wele not p rose .  According t o  Smith, p o e t i c a l  works 
( l i k e  most o f  t h e  f i n e  a r t s )  had no economic s t a t u s .  
But David Ricardo made t h e  most systenlat ic  economic 
a n a l y s i s  o f  a e s t h e t i c s  when he defined a r t i s t i c  pro- 
d u c t s  (such a s  s t a t u e s ,  c o i n s ,  and books) a s  eco- 
nomic commodities, bu t  denied t o  a r t i s t i c  process-- 
t h a t  is, t o  t h e  l a b o r  of  the  a r t i s t - - a  s i m i l a r  
8wonomic i d e n t i t y .  For Ricardo,  t h e  va lue  of a r t i -  
f a c t s  "is wholly independent of  t h e  q u a n t i t y  of 
l a b o r ~ r  o r i g i n a l l y  necessary  t o  prodttce them," whereas 
the  va lue  of  o t h e r  c o n u ~ l d i t i e s  is who1 l y  dependent, 
according t o  Ricard ian  theory ,  upon t h e i r  l a b o r  
investment. Thus, t h e  work o f  the  intileitration is 
n o t  111 timnately "labor," economically speak1 ng. Un- 
l i k e  o t h e r  coarmodities, t h e  economic va lue  of a r t  
o b j e c t s  e x i s t s  beyond and a p a r t  f r o u ~  t h e  a r t i s t ' s  
work and merely "var ies  w i t h  t h e  vary ing  weal th 
and i n c l i n a t i o n s  o'f those who a r e  d e s i r o u s  t o  
possess  them."3 Ricardo t a c i t l y  assumes no t  on ly  
t h a t  t h e  p a i n t e r ' s  brush consumes h i s  dream, bu t  
t h a t  i t  consumes i n  every  economically s i g n i f i -  
c a n t  sense  h i s  l a b o r  a s  well .  

La te r  i n  t h e  n ine teen th  cen tury  John S t u a r t  
Mill developed a  more s o p h i s t i  ca tell :~nalysis--one 
t h a t  granted a  c e r t a i n  economic v a i u e  t o  the a r t i s t ' s  
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labor--but the  a n a l y s i s  r e t a i n e d  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  
p o l a r i t y  of  Ricardo 's  model.4 H i l l  conceded 

t h a t  p o i e s i s ,  o r  t h e  s k i l l  of  t h e  a r t i s t  i n  
c r a f t i n g  h i s  work, was indeed  a  p roduc t ive  labor-- 
t h a t  i t  possessed,  by M i l l ' s  own s tandard ,  "exchange- 
a b l e  value." But t h e  a r t i s t  ( o r  w r i t e r )  cou ld  not 
c la im any economic s t a t u s  f o r  h i s  mode of  product ion.  
s i n c e  t h e  product he c r e a t e d  could not  be ( i n  Mill's 
words) "produc t ive ly  consumed1'--that is, i t  could 
n o t  set i n  motion a q u a n t i t y  of p roduc t ive  l a b o r  
equal  t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  l a b o r  t h a t  produced i t .  

One way t o  counte r  t h e  economic view o f  
a e s t h e t i c s  advocated by c l a s s i c a l  economists is t o  
broaden t h e i r  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  a e s t h e t i c  exchange. The 

economists were speaking about  books, not  t e x t s ;  
thus ,  t h e i r  economics was based upon the  r e i f i c a t i o n  
of t e x t s  i n t o  o b j e c t s  t h a t  a r e  c o l l e c t e d  ( b u t  not 
n e c e s s a r i l y  read)  and t h e  r e i f i c a t i o n  of  l a b o r  i n t o  
a  p rocess  t h a t  can  be bought and so ld .  T h i s  pro- 
cedure l e a v e s  t h e  t r a n s m i s s i b i l i t y  of  t e x t s  ( a s  
opposed t o  t h e  commercial d e a l i n g  i n  books) un- 
examined. If one could a p p l y  t h e  n o t i o n  of p roduc t ive  
consumption t o  t h e  way i n  wlsich r e a d e r s  read  t e x t s ,  
one might l i n k  economic d i s c o u r s e  w i t h  a e s t h e t i c  
d i s c o u r s e  by showing bow works of l i t e r a t u r e  a c t u a l l y  
work--how, a s  t e x t s ,  they r e s u l t  i n  what Benjamin - 
c a l l s  p roduc t ive  c o l l a b o r a t i o n .  

Before going on t o  examine t h e  i m p l i c i t  eco- 
nomics o f  such reader-response t h e o r i e s ,  one must 
cons ider  a  powerful prima f a c i e  o b j e c t i o n  t o  any 
at tempted l i n k i n g  o f  a e s t h e t i c  and economic pheno- 
mena which makes t h e  d i s c o u r s e  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  one 
dimension c r o s s  w i t h  t h e  d i s c o u r s e  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  
another .  I n  Marxism and Form, F r e d r i c  Jameson 
p o i n t s  o u t  how t h e  l a t e r  e s s a y s  of Walter Benjamin 
t ransform c r i t i c a l  d i s c u s s i o n s  which o r i g i n a t e  " in 
t h e  realm o f  a e s t h e t i c s  i t s e l f "  i n t o  d i s c u s s i o n s  
t h a t  extend i n t o  " the  s tudy  of h i s t o r y  i n  general." 
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S p e c i f i c a l l y  , Benjamin's "attenti011 LO t h e  machine 
and t o  mechanical inven t ions"  a s  wa) s o f  enhancing 
t h e  t r a n s m i s s i b i l i t y  o f  t e x t s  i s  whh;, i n  Jameson's 
view, " s i g n a l s  Benjamin's passage from t h e  predomi- 
n a n t l y  a e s t h e t i c  t o  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  
dimension." Jameson then o f f e r s  t h e  fol lowing 
c r i t i q u e  of  Benjamin's method: 

I t  is important  t o  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  owever 
m a t e r i a l i s t i c  suCh a n  approac i~  t o  $s tory  
may seem, no th ing  is f a r t h e r  from.Marxism 
than t h e  s t r e s s  on i n v e n t i o n  anJ  technique 
a s  t h e  primary cause  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  change. 
Indeed, i t  seems t o  me t h a t  such t h e o r i e s  . . . func t ion  a s  a  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  Marxist  
h i s to r iography  i n  t h e  way (hey o f f e r  a  
f e e l i n g  of concre teness  cornparah le t o  
economic s u b j e c t  mat te r ,  a t  tht- same time . 
t h a t  they d i s p e n s e  wit11 any c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of  
t h e  human f a c t o r s  of c l a s s e s  and o,$ the . 
s o c i a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of  product ion.  

This  is not merely a n o t h e r  sk i rmish  i n  t h e  
e s o t e r i c  s t r u g g l e ,  b e s t  cons ig l~ed  t o  Marxists  
themselves, o f  dec id ing  wlto is and is not  "Tarther  
f roin Mdrxism." True, Janeson ob3ect.s t o  Benjamin's 
( f < i l s e )  e v d l u a t i o n  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  c a u s a l i t y .  His 
drc per o b j e c t i o n ,  however, i s  t h a t  11e f i n d s  t h e  
a f f i l l d t i o n  between what I have been c a l l i n g  
a e s t h e t i c  and economic responses t o  be counter-  
f e i t .  Benjamin has  i n a p p r o p r i a t e l y  appropr ia ted  
a  "predominar:tly a e s t h e t i c "  d i s c o u r s r  t o  exp la in  
h i s t o r i c a l  and p o l i t i c a l  phenomena t h a t  belong t o  
ano ther  k i i ~ d  of  d i s c o u r s e .  In  e f f e c t ,  Jamcson is 
accusing Benjamin o f  a e s t h e  t i c i z i n g  h i s  h i s t o r i c a l  
mate r ia l i sm i n  such a  way t h a t  i t  becomes unable 
t o  represen t  how econon~ics  r e a l l y  a l f e c t s  (and 
oppresses )  t h e  way we l i v e  now. 
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Whether o r  n o t  Jameson's p a r t i c u l a r  c r i t i q u e  
o f  Benjamin is  j u s t ,  i t  c a l l s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  a process  
o f  metaphorizing--namely, t h e  p r a c t i c e  of  modcling 
one kind o f  theory  (say,  t h e  a e s t h e t i c )  upon a  s e t  
of  metaphors t h a t  d e r i v e  from another  kind o f  theory 
(say,  t h e  economic)--which h a s  no t  been s u f f i c i e n t l y  
analyzed f o r  t h e  d i s c u r s i v e  d i s c o n t i n u i t y  t h a t  in- 
e v i t a b l y  ensues. Jameson assumes i n  the  c a s e  of  
Benjamin t h a t  t h e  t h e o r i s t  is unconscious o f  h i s  
own d i s c u r s i v e  paradigms, a t  l e a s t  when h i s  d i scourse  
is  extended beyond i t s  "proper" s u b j e c t  m a t t e r .  A s  
we s l t a l l  s e e ,  however, d i s c u r s i v e  d i s c o n t i n u i t i e s  
do no t ,  a s  i t  were, always go on ly  i n  one d i r e c t i o n .  
When we i n t i m a t e  t h a t  a  c e r t a i n  k ind  of d i s c o u r s e  
o r  a  c e r t a i ~ ~  kind of  t h i n k i n g  "belongs" t o  a  c e r t a i n  
i d e a t i o n a l  dimension, i t  i s  t h e  no t ion  of "belonging" 
i t s e l f  t h a t  becomes problematical .  I n s o f a r  as 
Jameson's h i s t o r i o g r a p h i c a l  c r i t i q u e  is  an i m p l i c i t  
c r i t i q u e  o f  semantic  usage a s  w e l l ,  i t  r a i s e s  the  
quest ion:  Are t h e r e  some forms of  d i scourse  ( o r  
t e x t s )  t h a t  we own and some t h a t  we do not own? 
What i s  t h e  e f f e c t  of  e n t a i l i n g  t h e  idea  o f  owner- 
s h i p  i n  one ' s  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  a u t h o r i t y ?  

Jameson's dim view o f  t h e  a f f i l i a t i o n  between 
a e s t h e t i c  and economic responses  seems t o  be  grounded 
i n  h i s  asse r t i c tn  t h a t  a e s t h e t i c  d i s c o u r s e  s e e k s  "a 
f e e l i n g  o f  concre teness  comparable t o  economic sub- 
j e c t  matter." Suppose i t  does. Then t o  overcome 
t h e  poverty o f  a e s t l ~ e t i c  theory one might e n r i c h  
i t s  d i s c o u r s e  wi th  t ropes  t h a t  mine the p o l i t i c o -  
economic sphere.  The problem here  is  t h a t  meta- 
p h o r i c a l l y  extended economic d i scourse  can p r i v i -  
l e g e  i t s e l f  j u s t  a s  e a s i l y  a s  extended a e s t h e t i c  
d i s c o u r s e  can, and s o  accumulate a n  a u r a  o f  con- 
c r e t e n e s s  t h a t  does not "belong" t o  s. When 
James011 speaks o f  t h e  " f e e l i n g  of  concre teness"  
( i t s e l f  an ambiguous phrase)  t h a t  p e r t a i n s  t o  
"economic s u b j e c t  matter ,"  h i s  own d i scourse  i s  i n  
some danger. 
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"i?&onomIc sub  j e c  t ina t t e r "  is n o t  c o n c r e t e  , 
a l though  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h a t  s u b j e c t  mat te r  may 
be. W e  exper ience  t h e  e f f e c t s  of  i n f l a t i o n ,  o f  t h e  
c i r c u l a t i o n  of  c a p i t a l ,  o f  s u r p l u s  va lue ,  and o f  the  
buying and s e l l i n g  which c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  l a b o r  p rocess ,  
b u t  i n f l a t i o n ,  c a p i t a l ,  s u r p l u s  va lue ,  and l a b o r  a r e ,  
l i k e  economics i t s e l f ,  i d e a s  o r  represen ta t ions- -  
f i c t i v e  s t r u c t u r e s  whose meaning is  a s  s p e c i a l i z e d  
and a s  p l a y f u l  w i t h i n  t h e  imaginat ive g e l d  of  eco- 
nomic d i s c o u r s e  a s  t h e  language of a e s t h e t i c s  is 
w i t h i n  i t s  d i s c u r s i v e  f i e l d .   he achievement of  
economy is a n  a r t , "  observes  t h e  economist A. L. 
Macfie. "~conomics  i n  t h e  f u l l  s e n s e  does no t  j u s t  
examine f a c t s ;  i t  r a t i o n a l i s e s .  ndeed c r e a t e s  t h e  
exper ience  w i t h  which i t  deals ."  Nei ther  economic 
s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  n o r  t h e  d i s c o u r s e  t h a t  a t t empts  t o  
exp la in  i t  is univocal .  T h i s  is  why v i r t u a l l y  every 
c l a s s i c a l  economis t warns h i s  reader  t h a t  t h e  l an-  
guage of economic response i n  formed of "unreal  
words1'--words whose r e p r e s e n t a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s l ~ i p  
t o  o b j e c t s  i s  l e s s  important  than t h e i r  s e m i o t i c  
r e l a t i u n s h i p  t o  each o t h e r .  E labora t ing  upon Marx, 
Karl  Polanyi  has  w r i t t e n  i n c i s i v e l y  about t h e  p e c u l i a r  
paradox o f  economics: t h a t  whereas i t  appears  t o  
be t h e  most f a c t u a l  (most c o n c r e t e )  of  t h e  s o c i a l  
s c i e n c e s ,  It is a c t u a l l y  founded upon a s e r i e s  of 
imagina t ive  (Polanyi  c a l l s  them f i t  t l o i t a l )  s t r u c t u r e s  
which make economics t h e  a e s t h e ~ i c  a c t i v i t y  def ined  
by Macfie.7 Whatever t h e  e x p l o i t a t i v e  p o t e n t i a l  of  
economic s u b j e c t  m a t t e r ,  then ,  i t  is  matched by the  
e x p l o i t a t i v e  p o t e n t i a l  of economic d i scourse .  

So, a  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  c r i t i q u e  o f  e c ~ n o m i c s ,  i f  
extended i n t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  sphere ,  c r e a t e s  a  
d i s c o n t i n u i t y  w i t h i n  t h e  realm of economic d i scourse  
t h a t  is s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  d i s c o n t i n u i t y  wl~ich .Jameson 
observes  i n  Ben jamin's a e s t h e t i c s .  E. P.  Thompson 
sounds l i k e  Jameson when he takes  A l t h ~ ~ v s e r  t o  t a s k  
f o r  extending an e s s e n t i a l l y  ph i losophica l  o r  
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ep is temologica l  c r i t i c i s m  o f  Marx i n t o  an 
e s s e n t i a l l y  p o l i t i c a l  theory  o f  s o c i a l  a c t i o n  and 
behavior. Thompson c a l l s  t h i s  p r a c t i c e ,  r a t h e r  
t e s t i l y ,  a kind of  "academic imperialism," and 
a s s e r t s :  "There is  no reason  why ph i losophers  
should n e c e s s a r i l y  i d e n t i f y  t h e i r  own procedures 
with t h o s e  of  every  o t h e r  k ind  of knowledge- 
production."8 He may be r i g h t ,  b u t  t h i s  e f f o r t  t o  
p r o t e c t  from a l i e n  i n c u r s i o n s  what "belongs" t o  one 's  
own f i e l d  is not  e x e r t e d  wi thout  a p r i c e .  To speak 
of  "knowledge-production" i n  the f i r s t  p l a c e ,  a s  
Thompson does, is  t o  hold up a l l  o t h e r  t h e o r i e s  of  
how knowledge comes about  t o  an i m p l i c i t l y  econo- 
mic paradigm--namely, t h a t  knowledge is something 
t h a t  is e v e r  and everywhere produced ( a s  opposed, 
say,  t o  be ing  generated) .  Again, Thompson may be 
r i g h t  about  Al thusser ' s  "academic imperialism," bu t  
i n  so  accus ing  him Thompson has exerc ized  a n  imperi- 
alism o f  h i s  own by t a k i n g  a p o l i t i c a l  term from h i s  
own d i s c i p l i n e  and ex tending  i t - - i d e n t i f y i n g  i t - -  
with A l t h u s s e r ' s  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  procedures--the very 
t h i n g  t h a t  he  c h a s t i s e s  Al thusser  f o r  doing. 

Both Jameson and Thompson, then,  r a i s e  t h e  i s s u e  
of  which d i s c o u r s e  "belongs" t o  which i d e a t i o n a l  
dimension and o f  how t h e  a u t h o r i t y  o f  t h a t  d i s c o u r s e  
is t o  be  e s t a b l i s h e d ;  c o i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  t h e i r  own 
t e x t s  r e t u r n  upon themselves t o  r e v e a l  how d i f f i c u l t  
i t  i s  t o  e s t a b l i s h  such a u t h o r i t y  o b j e c t i v e l y .  
Within t h e  f i e l d  o f  a e s t h e t i c  theory,  i s s u e s  of  d i s -  
c u r s i v e  ownership and t e x t u a l  a u t h o r i t y  have 
i n c r e a s i n g l y  become t h e  provenance o f  so-ca l led  
reader-response c r i t i c i s m .  The fo l lowing  t h r e e  
examples o f  t h a t  c r i t i c i s m  have been s e l e c t e d  
because they g ive  us  c o n c r e t e  evidence of  how the  
c o n t i n u i t y  between economic and a e s t h e t i c  response 
has been a s s e r t e d  and of  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  problems 
t h a t  follow. 
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John Dewey's 1932 l e c t u r e s  a t  I ~ a r v a r d  on aes the-  
t ics-- in  many ways t h e  ph i losophica l  d v a t a r  o f  American 
reader-response criticism--exemplif:  t h i s  c o n t i n u i t y ,  
t h i s  economic modeling of  a e s t h e t i c  response. But, 
l i k e  many of  h i s  ep igoni ,  Dewey does no t  e x p l i c i t l y  
address  any of t h e  q u e s t i o n s  r a i s e d  by t h e  presen t  
essay,  even though he does o f f e r  some i m p l i c i t  answers 
t o  them. These answers have o f t e n  been accepted by 
h i s  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  descendants  without  c h e i r  recogni- 
z ing  t h a t  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  were never  r a i s e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  
place.  

I n  Dewey's view of  a r t  a s  exper ience ,  t h e  
reader  p a r t i c i p a t e s  i n  t h e  making o f  meaning by 
bestowing a  form of  work t h a t  is commensrlrate with 
t h e  a u t h o r ' s  l a b o r  i n  producing,  t h e  t e x t .  Arguing 
t h a t  t h e  r e a d e r  of a  l i t e r a r y  work n.,lst "recreate* '  
t h e  a u t h o r ' s  i n i t i a l  l a b o r ,  Dewey e a t a b l i s h e s  3 
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  model of  a e s t h e t i c  response based upon 
a  work/play d i a l e c t i c .  Within t h i s  quasi-economic 
s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e  r e a d e r  a c t s  a s  counte r -au thor i ty :  

For t o  perce ive ,  a  beholder  must c r e a t e  h i s  
own exper ience .  And h i s  creat ior t  must inc lude  
r e l a t i o n s  comparable t o  those wltich t h e  o r i g i -  
n a l  p r o d t ~ c e r  underwent. They a r e  not  t h c  same 
i n  any l i t e r a l  s e n s e .  But w i t h  the  perce iver .  
a s  w i t h  t h e  a r t i s t s ,  t h e r e  must be an o r d e r i n g  
of t h e  e lements  o f  t h e  whole t h a t  is i n  form, 
a l though  n o t  i n  d e t a i l s ,  t h e  same a s  t h e  process  
o f  o r g a n i z a t i o n  t h e  c r e a t o r  of t h e  work consc ious ly  
exper ienced . .  Without a n  a c t  o f  r e c r e a t i o n  t h e  
o b j e c t  is  n o t  perceived a s  a  work of a r t .  The 
a r t i s t  s e l e c t e d ,  s i m p l i f i e d ,  c l a r i f i e d ,  abridged 
and coridensed accord ing  t o  h i s  i n t e r e s t .  The 
beholder  must go through t h e s e  o p e r a t i o n s  
accord ing  t o  h i s  po in t  o f  view artd i n t e r e s t .  
I n  bo th ,  an a c t  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n ,  t h a t  i s  of  
e x t r a c t i o n  of  what i s  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  t a k e s  place.  
In  both,  t h e r e  is comprehens1.ou i n  i ts l i t e r a l  
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s i g n i  f  icat ion-- that  is, a ga ther ing  t o g e t h e r  
of  d e t a i l s  and p a r t i c u l a r s  phys ica l ly  s c a t t e r e d  
i n t o  a n  experienced whole. There is work done 
on t h e  p a r t  of  t h e  p e r c i p e n t  a s  t h e r e  is on the  
p a r t  o f  the  a r t i s t .  The one who is too  l a z y ,  
i d l e ,  o r  indura ted  i n  convention t o  perform 
t h i s  work w i l l  no t  s e e  o r  hear.' 

Although Dewey a rgues  s t r e n u o u s l y  f o r  the  n e c e s s i t y  
o f  reader  p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  he is a l s o  a t  pa ins  t o  pre- 
ven t  t h e  o r i g i n a l  l a b o r  of  t h e  a u t h o r  from d i s a -  
ppearing,  Ricardo-l ike,  i n t o  t h e  completed a r t i f a c t .  
To h i s  c r e d i t ,  Dewey, l i k e  M i l l ,  wants  t o  a f f i r m  
both l a b o r s  a t  once, bu t  t h i s  produces a  s t r a i n  when 
he has t o  e v a l u a t e  t h e  two k inds  o f  l abor  compara- 
t i v e l y .  Thus, t h e  r e a d e r  undergoes " r e l a t i o n s  compa- 
rab le"  t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  producer but  they a r c  "not 
t h e  same i n  any l i t e r a l  sense." What is  t h e  same 
is t h e  "process  of  o rgan iza t ion"  t h a t  both r e a d e r  
and c r e a t o r  "consciously experienced." I do n o t  
know what t h i s  means, f o r  i t  is  unc lear  whether  t h i s  
p rocess  of  o r g a n i z a t i o n  a p p l i e s  t o  s t r u c t u r a l  
m a t t e r s  such a s  we f i n d  i n  t e x t s  o r  t o  a  psychice l  
p a r s i n g  t h a t  o c c u r s  p r i o r  t o  and d u r i n g  t h e  a c t  of  
w r i t i n g  ( o r  of reading) .  I f  t h e  l a t t e r ,  t h e n  o 
l o o s e  paraphrase o f  Dewey might be t h a t  t h e  reader  
and t h e  w r i t e r  undergo similar psychica l  o rgan i -  
z a t i o n s  o f  d e s i r e .  A t  l e a s t ,  t h e  paragraph ends  
by d i s c u s s i n g  i m p l i c i t l y  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  of d e s i r e .  
The r e a d e r  must want t o  " t o  perform t h i s  work.'' 
But t o  understand why, we must look more c l o s e l y  a t  
Dewey's r h e t o r i c a l  l o g i c .  

Dewey's r e f e r e n c e  t o  what is n o t  t h e  sank? "in 
any l i t e r a l  sense'' is almost  a  warning t h a t  l i t e r a l  
and metaphorical  s e n s e s  of  language a r e  going t o  
be played a g a i n s t  each o t h e r  here.  Indeed, Dewey's 
two c r i t i c a l  p o i n t s  a r e  v i r t u a l l y  secured by puns. 
F i r s t ,  r ead ing  is i n t e l l e c t u a l  work "in its l i t e r a l  
s i g n i f i c a t i o n , "  f o r  t h e  "ga ther ing  together"  o f  which 
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Dewey speaks  l i t e r a l l y  t r a n s l a t e s  t h e  L a t i n  r o o t  o f  
" i n t e l l e c t u a l "  ( lego) ,  from which i s  d e r i v e d  t h e  
La t in  word f o r  r e a d i n g  ( l e c t i o ) .  The r h e t o r i c a l  
t h r u s t  of t h i s  v e r b a l  exchange i s  a l s o  o p e r a t i v e  
when Dewey's a e s t h e t i c s  extend i n t o  economics. 
Dewey s a y s  t h a t  r e a d e r s  must work t o  " recrea te , "  
and t h i s  pun on r e c r e a t i o n  bestows upon t h e  a c t  of  
reading t h e  s t a t u s  o f  p l e a s u r e ,  thus  t ransforming 
l a b o r  i n t o  play.  One now may s e e  how ~ e w e y ' s  own 
r h e t o r i c  is t r y i n g  n o t  t o  become "indugated i n  
convention," f o r  t h e  r h e t o r i c  t h a t  i n v e r t s  t h e  
conventional  (economic) semantics  o f  these  words 
is  a l s o  what e x p l a i n s  t h e  reason why a r e a d e r  would 
d e s i r e  t o  undergo t h i s  l abor .  The reader ,  a s  counter-  
a u t h o r i t y ,  r e c r e a t e s  work-time a s  play-time; h i s  
logos makes time f o r  a e s t h e t i c , p l e a s u r e .  To t h e  
o b j e c t i o n  t h a t  t h i s  e n t i r e  t rans format ion  of rhe tor -  
i c a l  usage i n t o  l o g i c a l  argument (wi th  t h e  pun a s  
proof)  i s  merely a  v e r b a l  equ ivoca t ion ,  Dewey would 
respond t h a t  t h e  exper ience  engendered by t h e  "work" 
of a r t  is c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by i t s  nonpragmatic, non- 
u t i l i t a r i a n  s t a t u s - - t h a t ,  indeed, t h i s  is  p r e c i s e l y  
what bestows v a l u e  upon i t  and makes h i s  c a t a c h r e s e s  
wholly appropr ia te .  

Whereas t h e  economics of t h e  read ing  process  
a s  def ined  by Dewey t a k e s  p lace  a t  t h e  ep i s temologica l  
l e v e l ,  i n  Norman Holland 's  theory  i t  t a k e s  p lace  a t  
the  psycholog ica l  l e v e l .  But Holland 's  " t r a n s a c t i o n a l "  
theory of  read ing  a l s o  r e l i e s  on an (unexamined) 
economist ic  c a t a c h r e s i s .  Reading, f o r  Holland, is 
i n  e f f e c t  an a c t  of p r i v a t e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  by which 
t h e  r e a d e r  t r a n s a c t s  w i t h  t h e  t e x t  a  s e r i e s  o f  assoc- 
i a t i o n s .  I t  is  e s s e n t i a l l y  an a c q u i s i t i v e  process  
with r o o t s  i n  t h e  same Lockean psychology t h a t  
provided t h e  b a s i s  f o r  c l a s s i c a l  economic theory,  
inc lud ing  t o  some e x t e n t  Marx's. Man l a b o r s  by 
n a t u r e ,  b u t  he a l s o  l a b o r s  a g a i n s t  n a t u r e  by means 
of t h e  imaginat ion,  accord ing  t o  both Locke and 
Marx. For  Locke, what l a b o r  a p p r o p r i a t e s  from n a t u r e  
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is proper ty ,  a n  a c q u i s i t i o n  which i s  mora l ly  
p r o p i t i o u s  because i t  now b e a r s  t h e  mark o r  s i g n  
of  t h e  human l a b o r  t h a t  went i n t o  a p p r o p r i a t i n g  
i t .  ~ o l l a n d ' s  theory  c a l l a  n a t u r e  the  t e x t ,  but  
t h e  dynamics a r e  t h e  same, even though Holland j u s t i -  
f i e s  h i s  theory  on more modern ( i . e .  l e s s  assoc ia -  
t i o m l i s t )  psychological  grounds. Beginning wi th  
t h e  Freudian n o t i o n  t h a t  e v e r y  work of a r t  o r i g i n a t e s  
i n  t h e  repress ion /sub l imat ion  of  a n e u r o s i s ,  Holland 
concludes t h a t  t h e  on ly  way t o  b reak  through t h i s  
n e u r o t i c  concealment is  t o  permit  t h e  r e a d e r  t o  
a s s o c i a t e  more f r e e l y  i n  response t o  i t .  The 
o b j e c t i v e  na ture  of  t h e  t e x t  is always compromised 
by t h e  s u b l i m a t i v e  a c t i v i t y  of  t h e  c r e a t i n g  
s u b j e c t  ( t l i e  a u t h o r )  and t h a t  o r i g i n a l  a u t h o r i a l  
s u b j e c t i v i t y  is p r e c i s e l y  what t h e  respondent 's  
s u b j e c t i v i t y  w i l l  unlock. 

The o b j e c t i o n  h a s  been made t h a t  Holland 
d e f i n e s  " the reader"  us ing  t h e  same " o b j e c t i v e  
paradigm" t h a t  he  d e n i e s  t o  t h e  t e x t  i t s e l f . 1 °  
Texts  cannot  c o n t a i n  o b j e c t i v e  meanings, accord ing  
t o  Holland, but  one may r e f e r  o b j e c t i v e l y  t o  a  
"reader" a s  i f  t h a t  word c a r r i e d  a n  o b j e c t i v e ,  
t r a n s h i s t o r i c a l  r e f e r e n t ,  and we a l l  knew what i t  
was. I n  e f f e c t ,  such a  theory  tries t o  circumvent 
t h e  s t u d e n t S s  complaint  I r e f e r r e d  t o  e a r l i e r  by 
encouraging him t o  a l low h i s  own e x p e r i e n t i a l  
a s s o c i a t i o n s  t o  p l a y  over  t h e  s u r f a c e  of t h e  t e x t  
s o  t h a t  he  "gets" t h e  t e x t  a s  he draws from i t  h i s  
oJn n e u r o t i c  assoc ia t ions- -assoc ia t ions  which can 
then be "redeemed" ( i n  a l l  s e n s e s )  by i n t e r p r e t i v e  
t r a n s a c t i o n .  T h i s  redemption is  t o  meaning what 
l a b o r  is t o  property.  

The t h i r d  theory  of read ing  t h a t  I w i l l  d i s c u s s  
a t t empts  t o  r e f u t e  both t h e  non-pragmatic view of 
Dewey and t h e  s u b j e c t i v i s t  view o f  someone l i k e  
Holland. I t  is a t  t h e  same time tlie most o v e r t  of 
the t h r e e  t h e o r i e s  i n  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  s e e  economic and 
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a e s t h e t i c  response a s  mutually functional. Wolfgang 
I s e r ' s  n o t i o n  of  t h e  r e a d e r ' s  " i n t e r a c t i o n "  wi th  t h e  
t e x t  d i f f e r s  from Holland 's  " t ransac t ion"  i n  two 
important  ways. F i r s t ,  he d e f i n e s  two k inds  of  
readers  f o r  l i t e r a r y  works: t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t ,  who 
is t h e  contemporary r e a d e r  o f  t h e  work of a r t  and 
who t h e r e f o r e  s h a r e s  i d e o l o g i c a l  assumptions,  l i t e r a r y  
conventions,  and perhaps some of  t h e  doubts  of t h e  
au thor ;  and t h e  observer ,  who is the l a t e r ,  modern 
r e a d e r  o f  t h e  work and whose interactio7,.  wi th  i t  
can s e r v e  t o  demyst ify t h e  contemporary p a r t i c i -  
p a n t ' s  t r a n s a c t i o n .  Subsequently,  I s e r  is  a b l e  t o  
d i f f e r e n t i a t e  between t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  of  a u t h o r s  
and t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  o f  t e x t s  a s  such. For I s e r ,  
the  t e x t  is  n o t  a product ;  r a t h e r  " i ~  o i f e r s  guidance 
as  t o  what is t o  be produced." Fulfillment o f  t h i s  
product ive process  " takes  pla'ce not i n  t h e  t e x t ,  bu t  
i n  t h e  reader ."  Whether t h e  reader  is a contemporary 
or  post-contemporary one,  " the sen tences  s e t  i n  
motiou a p rocess  which w i l l  lead L O  t h e  formation 
of the  a e s t h e t i c  o b j e c t  a s  a c o r r e l a t i v e  i n  t h e  mind 
of t h e  ceader."ll  

As a n  a e s t h e t i c  object . ,  the  t e x t  w i l l  be 
d i f f e r e n t  f o r  every  reader-- that  is,  though a n  o b j e c t ,  
i t  w i l l  never  be o b j e c t i v e .  How, then,  can there  
be any c o n s i s  t e n t  r e a d i n g s  between d i f fe ren t .  r eaders?  
This ,  of course ,  is one o l  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  con- 
f r o n t s  a i l  reader-response t h e o r i e s .  But I s e r ,  un- 
l i k e  Holland o r  Dewey, p o s i t s  t h e  a c t  of read ing  
a s  a form of  p roduc t ive  exchange i n  which t h e  reader  
e n a c t s  a d i a l e c t i c a l  s t r u g g l e  w i t h  himself .  Consis- 
t e n t  reading,  I s e r  c la ims ,  occurs  o n l y  when we a r e n ' t  
aware t h a t  w e  a r e  read ing  c o n s i s t e n t l y ,  when read ing  
has produced an a e s t h e t i c  o b j e c t  t h a t  is i n d i s t i n -  
gu ishab le  from t h e  r e a d e r ' s  s u b j e c t i v i t y .  The 
moment t h a t  one becomes aware of t h i s  "il.lusion"-- 
the  moment t h a t  ona exper iences  a d i s c o ~ i t i n u i t y  
between t h e  c o r r e l a t e s  of  t e x t  and consciousness-- 
t h e  exchange m w s t  be renegotiatecl.  S i ~ i c e  110 t e x t  
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w i l l  ever  s u s t a i n  t h i s  i l l u s i o n  f o r  long,  t h e  a c t  
o f  read ing  is  a con t inu ing  d i a l e c t i c a l  p r o c e s s  be- 
tween impene t rab le  o b j e c t i v i t y  i n  accordance with 
t h e  s u b j e c t  t h a t  produces i t  and "the impenetra- 
b i l i t y  o f  t h e  r e a d e r ' s  s u b j e c t i v i t y "  (p. 124) .  

When t h e  t e x t  has  tnken t h e  reader  i n t o  i ts 
a e s t h e t i c  i l l u s i o n ,  i t  is wholly o b j e c t i v e .  But 
when t h e  reader  becomes consc ious  o f  having t h i s  
i l l u s i o n ,  t h a t  o b j e c t i v i t y  is immediately modified 
by t h e  s u b j e c t i v e  consciousness  o f  t h e  observer .  
The r e a d e r  is  n o t  a t  l i b e r t y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t o  f ree -  
a s s o c i a t e  w i t h  t h e  t e x t ,  f o r  h i s  reading is doubly 
condit ioned by t h e  t e x t ' s  o b j e c t i v i t y  (of which he 
can never  be f u l l y  conscious)  and h i s  own s u b j e c t i v i t y  
(which t h e  t e x t  is  c o n t i n u a l l y  d e l i m i t i n g )  . 

Acknowledging t h a t  he  i s  developing Dewey's 
o b s e r v a t i o n s  "along a d i f f e r e n t  l i n e , "  I s e r  concludes 
t h a t  t h e  a c t  of read ing  apprehension "is n o t  a 
passive process .  . .but  a p roduc t ive  response .'I 
But p roduc t ive  of  what? To answer t h i s ,  Iser must 
show t h a t  read ing  h a s  a pragmatic s t a t u s ,  t h a t  t h e  
a e s t h e t i c  response i s  no t  d ivorced  from soc io-  
economic responses a s  wel l .  For, i n  I s e r ' s  theory 
(and h e r e  is where he is e s p e c i a l l y  in format ive) ,  
one cannot have n o n - r e f e r e n t i a l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  
a r t i s t i c  product ion-- that  is, p r i n c i p l e s  o f  pro- 
duc t jon  whose & r e f e r e n t s  a r e  t h e  verba l  s i g n i -  
f i e r s  w i t l ~ i n  t h e  t e x t .  To h i s  c r e d i t ,  I s e r ,  having 
defined a e s t h e t i c  response a s  a mode of product ion,  
does n o t  abandon t h e  model he is a n a l o g i z i n g  from; 
he  i n s i s t s  t h a t  t h e  l a b o r  e x e r t e d  by t h e  r e a d e r  must 
e f f e c t  a r e t u r n  t o  normative discourse--to t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  world of  choice and chance. How t h i s  
p roduc t ive  re tu rn- - th i s  r e t u r n  from the  text--occurs 
is, n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  problematic .  

The d i s c r e p a n c i e s  and d i s c o n t i n u i t i e s  t h a t  
emkrge dur ing  t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  between t e x t  and 
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. - va lue ,  as I s e r  concludes: 
reader ,  I s e r  s a y s ,  

have t h e  e f f e c t  of  enab l ing  thc reader  
a c t u a l l y  t o  become aware of the  inadequacy 
of t h e  g e s t a l t e n  he  has produced, s o  t h a t  he  
may de tach  I ~ i m s e l f  from h i s  own p a r t i c i p a t i o n  
i n  t h e  t e x t  and s e e  himself be ing  guided from 
without .  The a b i l i t y  t o  perce ive  onese l f  dur ing  
t h e  process  o f  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  is  ac3 e s s e n t i a l  
q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  a e s t h e t i c  experience;  the  
observer  f i n d s  himself  i n  a  s t r z n g e .  halfway 
p o s i t i o n :  he is  involved ,  and he waLches him- 
s e l f  belng involved.  However, t h i s  p o s i t i o n  
is not  e n t i r e l y  nonpragmatic, f o r  i t  can only 
come about  when e x i s t i n g  codes a r e  transcended 
o r  i n v a l i d a t e d .  (p. 134) 

There seem t o  be two conc lus ions  h e r c ,  which do not  
e a s i l y  mesh wi th  one another .  The f i r s t  is t h e  not- 
very- revolu t ionary  i d e a  t h a t  en l igh tened  self-awareness  
is  i t s  own reward. I f  t h i s  is  l s e r ' s  f i n a l  p o s i t i o n  
on t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  how l i t e r a r y  works can be pro- 
d u c t i v e l y  consumed, he i s  r i g h t  t o  q u a l i f y  i t  heav i ly  
a s  "not e n t i r e l y  nonpragmatic." But I s e r  a l s o  i n t i -  
mates t h a t  a  p o l i t i c a l  economy does apply t o  t h e  
work o f  t h e  imaginat ion,  i n s o f a r  a s  read ing  in te racLs  
wi th  bo th  t h e  s o c i a l  coding t h a t  is  contemporaneous 
wi th  t h e  t e x t  and t h e  s o c i a l  coding t h a t  is contem- 
poraneous wi th  t h e  r e a d e r  and has a s  i t s  e f f e c t  the  
t ranscending o r  i n v a l i d a t i n g  of  those s o c i a l  codings. 
Reading i s  n o t ,  then,  s t r i c t l y  a  l a b o r  p rocess ,  even 
i n  ~ e w e y ' s  b i v a l e n t  d e f i n i t i o n  of "work." For, i n  
reading,  t h e  r e a d e r  re formula tes ,  i n  t enns  of h i s  
own consciousness ,  t h e  very  n a t u r e  of  t h e  exchange 
t h a t  he is p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n .  I n  producing, t h e  
reader  a l s o  r e v e a l s  t h e  mode of  ( s o c i a l )  product ion 
t o  himself .  Thus, t h e  t e x t  has  a u t h o r i t y  i n s o f a r  
a s  i t  permi t s  t h e  r e a d e r  Lo redeflnc., ~ ~ r i i r l g  the  
t e x t  a s  a  r e f e r e n t ,  the  a u t h o r i t y  o f  s o c i a l  coding 
a s  such. And t h i s  a c t i v i L y  has  a  p r a c t i c a l  o r  
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The r e s u l t a n t  r e s t r u c t u r i n g  of  s t o r e d  exper iences  
makes t h e  r e a d e r  aware not  o n l y  of t h e  experi-  
ence but a l s o  of  t h e  means whereby i t  develops. 
Only t h e  c o n t r o l l e d  observa t ion  of  t h a t  which 
is  i n s t i g a t e d  by t h e  t e x t  makes i t  p o s s i b l e  
f o r  t h e  r e a d e r  t o  formulate  a  r e f e r e n c e  f o r  
what he is r e s t r u c t u r i n g .  Herein l i e s  t h e  
p r a c t i c a l  re levance  o f  a e s t h e t i c  experience:  
i t  induces t h i s  o b s e r v a t i o n ,  which t a k e s  t h e  
p l a c e  of codes t h a t  o t h e r w i s e  would b e  essen- 
t i a l  f o r  t h e  s u c c e s s  of  communication. (p. 134)  

In  t a k i n g  t h e  place o f  these  o t h e r  communication 
codes, t h e  r e s t r u c t u r i n g  done by t h e  r e a d e r ' s  "obser- 
va t ion"  a c q u i r e s  a  s i n g u l a r  a u t h o r i t y .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e  
idea  of r e s t r u c t u r i n g  and t h e  idea  of  observ ing  a r e  
v i r t u a l l y  in te rchangeable  here .  Perce iv ing  is re- 
making. Labor bestowed by t h e  reader  is re turned  
by t h e  t e x t  of t h e  l i t e r a r y  work i n  the form of a  
new c o n t e x t  f o r  consciousness  i t s e l f .  

But why c a n ' t  t h i s  same dynamic r e s u l t  i n  suppor t  
and conf i rmat ion  of  s o c i a l  coding, r a t h e r  than t r a n s -  
cendence o r  i n v a l i d a t i o n  o f  i t ?  itere, I s e r ' s  
(economic) paradigm breaks  down i n t o  what: one might 
c a l l  t h e  t au to logy  of d e s i r e :  

Expec ta t ions  a r e  s c a r c e l y  e v e r  f u l f i l l e d  i n  
t r u l y  l i t e r a r y  t e x t s .  I f  they were, t h e n  such 
t e x t s  would be confined t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i -  
z a t i o n  of  a  given e x p e c t a t i o n ,  and one would 
i n e v i t a b l y  a s k  what such an i n t e n t i o n  was 
supposed t o  ach ieve .  S t range ly  enough, we 
f e e l  t h a t  any  c o n f i m t i v e  effect--such a s  
we i m p l i c i t l y  demand of  expos i to ry  t e x t s ,  a s  
we r e f e r  t o  t h e  o b j e c t s  they a r e  meant t o  
p resen t - - i s  a  d e f e c t  i n  a  l i t e r a r y  t e x t .  For 
t h e  more a  t e x t  i n d i v i d u a l i z e s  o r  confirms an 



e x p e c t a t i o n  i t  has  i n i t i a l l y  aroused,  t h e  
more aware we become o f  i ts d i d a c t i c  purpose, 
so t h a t  a t  b e s t  we can only a c c e p t  o r  r e j e c t  
t h e  t h e s i s  fo rced  upon us. More o f t e n  than 
n o t ,  t h e  very  c l a r i t y  o f  such t e x t s  w i l l  make 
us want t o  f r e e  o u r s e l v e s  from t h e i r  c lu tches .  12 

T h i s  is a  very odd argument, even g r a n t i n g  t h a t  
i t  is  a  ph i losophica l  and a b s t r a c t i v e  argument, not  
a  normative and p r a c t i c a l  one. I t  seeds  n o t  only 
t o  exc lude  l i t e r a r y  t e x t s  t h a t  may be d i d a c t i c  (such 
a s  V e r g i l ' s  Georgics o r  Wordsworth's Home a t  Gras- 
mere) from t h e  ca tegory  o f  l i t e r a r y  t e x t s ,  bu t  i t  - 
a l s o  makes c l a r i t y  of i n t e n t i o n  an enemy of t h e  
p leasure  r e a d e r s  d e r i v e  from reading.  I s e r ' s  " i n t e r -  
ac t ion"  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  t h e  reader  con t inue  t o  b e l i e v e  
t h a t  t h e  t e x t  h a s  l e f t  him room enough f o r  h i s  own 
labor ,  t h a t  t h e  a u t l ~ o r i t y  of  the  t e x t  has  no t  exhausted 
h i s  l a b o r  power i n  too a ~ t l i o r i t a r i a r ~  a  way. The 
d e s i r e  f o r  i n t e r a c t i o n  w i t 1 1  t h e  texL can o n l y  occur ,  
then, a s  t h e  r e a d e r  remains convinced t h a t  h i s  own 
labor  power is used bu t  n o t  consumed by t h e  a u t h o r ' s  
node o f  product ion.  One caniio t p roduc t ive ly  consume 
a  work ( a  t e x t )  t h a t  h a s  a l ready  becoine a  r e i f i c a t i o n  
of t h e  a u t h o r ' s  investment--= s u r p l u s  value.  That 
s o r t  o f  t e x t  one can merely consume--or worse, accord in  
t o  I s e r ,  t h e  read ing  process  has a l r e a d y  been con- 
sumed by &. 

I s e r ' s  view o f  how t h e  r e a d e r ' s  d e s i r e  i s  o r  
i s  n o t  aroused i m p l i e s  a  more d i r e c t  confrontat ion--  
even struggle--beiween a u t h o r i a l  and r e a d e r l y  l abor  
than I t h i n k  I s e r  is aware. The d e s i r e s  of t h e  
a u t h o r  i n  r e s p e c t  t o  ownership of h i s  r e x t  may be 
very much a t  odds. I s e r  seems t o  imply t h a t  when 
t h e  a u t h o r  a s s e r t s  h i s  ( i n d i v i d u a l i z e d )  a u t h o r i t y  
over t h e  t e x t ,  a word t h a t  Edward Said t e l l s  us  
comes from t h e  i d e a  of  a u c t o r i t a s  a s  "product ion . . . , i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  meaning a  r i g h t  of  possession,"1 
then t h e  t e x t  becomes l e s s  i n e x h a u s t i b l e  and more 
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circumscribed--more, a s  I s e r  says ,  l i k e  expos i to ry  
prose.  The (re)appearance o f  the  a u t h o r  marks t h e  
disappearance of t h e  reader ,  and such  a t e x t  o f f e r s  
no r e t u r n .  Whose d e s i r e  h a s  a u t h o r i t y  here ,  then? 
It is  a q u e s t i o n  t h a t  r e t u r m u s  t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i z e d  
complaint o f  t h e  s t u d e n t  which I c i t e d  a t  t h e  beginning 
o f  t h i s  t e x t :  "I j u s t  didn '  t ' g e t '  any th ing  o u t  of 
it." 

A l l  o f  t h e  t h e o r i e s  d i s c u s s e d  above a r e  based 
upon an exchange of  l a b o r  i n  the read ing  process  but  
none of them address  how t h a t  l abor  is cont ingent  
upon des i re - - the  a u t h o r ' s  a s  wel l  a s  the  r e a d e r ' s .  
I s e r ' s  i n t e r a c t i o n ,  Holland 's  t r a n s a c t i o n ,  ~ e w e y ' s  
work--they a l l  t r y  t o  e x p l a i n  what happens when 
reading is  e f f e c t i v e  (by t h e i r  own d e f i n i t i o n  of 
what e f f e c t i v e  means). But, l i k e  t h e  economists 
from whom tiley have borrowed t h e i r  economist ic  
a r g o t ,  they do n o t  e x p l a i n  why t h e  labor  p rocess  
should b r e a k  down, why d e s i r e  s l ro~l ld f a i l  o r  r e p i s t  
o r  s u b v e r t  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t h a t  a t t empts  Lo comman- 
deer  i t .  Wliile they speak of readers  a p p r o p r i a t i n g  
t e x t s ,  none of these  c r i t i c s  address  e x p l i c i t l y  
t h e  q u e s t i o n  of t e x t u a l  owrtersiiip o r  de lve  i n t o  the  
problematic  c a p i t a l i s t  paradigm t h a t  u n d e r l i e s  the 
quest ion.  I n  one sense ,  a l l  t h r e e  a e s t h e t i c  
t h e o r i s t s  a r e  fo l lowing  economists 'not ions t h a t  
t e x t s  s l ~ o u l d  be produc t ive ly  consumed, t h a t  l a h o r  
i s  exchangeable, t h a t  work I s  re-creative--and t h a t  
modern a e s t h e t i c  c r i t i c i s m  should a t t empt  t o  give 
the  same f e e l i n g  of concre teness  t o  a e s t h e t i c  
response which many f e e l  i s  a  q u a l i t y  of  economic 
response. 

At l e a s t  s i n c e  Cole r idge ,  a e s t h e t i c  t h e o r i s t s  
have been aware of  t h e  economic ( f a c t u a l i s t i c )  
a s p i r a t i o n s  of Lhelr  d i s c o u r s e  and of the  a t t e n -  
dan t  problems: What d i s c o u r s e  belongs t o  whom? 
Who owns what c r x t s ?  On what a u t h o r i t y  is  such 
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ownership t o  be  e s t a b l i s h e d ?  It in*~:i t  be f a i r l y  
argued t h a t  t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s  imply L nuulantic ( o r  
perhaps post-Romantic) p o i n t  of  v i r . ~  ,itat is 
d e s p e r a t e l y  i n  need of be ing  i t s e l f  deconstructed.  
Or, argued d i f f e r e n t l y ,  t h a t  these  q u e s t i o n s  a r e  
a n t i - s o c i a l i s t  i n  b e i n g  modeled on a concept  o f  
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  r i g h t  t o  p roper ty  ( i n  t h i s  c a s e ,  
t o  t h e  p r o p e r t y  o f  a t e x t )  and thus  beg t h e  p r i n c i -  
p a l  q u e s t i o n  of c a p i t a l i s t  p r o d u c t i ~ n  i r e e ~ t .  These 
demurrals ,  however, n& m a t t e r  how j ist3-in them- 
s e l v e s ,  merely prolong d i s c u s s i o n  c f the q u e s t i o n  
o f  ownership by implying t h a t  t h e i r  mode of  argu- 
mentat ion should have a u t h o r i t y  here--that some 
q u e s t i o n s  do n o t  "belong." The i n t e r t e x u a l i t y  o f  
a e s t h e t i c  and economic discourse--and i t s  p o l i t i c a l  
e f f e c t s - - i s  still a t  i s s u e .  

So, we f i n d  s t u d e n t s  (and others--admini- 
s t r a t o r s ,  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  a lumni)  with an i n t c l l r c t u a l l y  
unexamined economist ic  approach t o  t h i n ~ s ,  inc lud ing  
l i t e r a r y  works and t h e  a c t i v i t y  of ~ e a d i n g .  And 
we possess  a n  a e s t h e t i c  c r i t i c i s m  h a t  h a s  grave 
d i f E i c u l t y  making a d i r e c t  r e j o i n d e r  t o  t h e i r  com- 
p l a i n t s ,  much l e s s  a s u c c e s s f u l  r e f u t a t i o n ,  because 
t h a t  c r i t i c i s m  has  no t  f u l l y  e x a m i n ~ j  e i t h e r  t h e  
economist ic  s t a t u s  of l i t e r a r y  work's ( a s  : c r i e d  t o  
show i n  The Economics of t h e  Imaginat ion)  o r  t h e  
economist ic  s t a t u s  of i t s  own t h e o r e t i c a l  d i s c o u r s e  
( a s  I have t r i e d  t o  show h e r e ) .  
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READING AS WRITING 

Cynthia  Citase 
Corne l l  U n i v e r s i t y  

Reading, as P r o f e s s o r  Heinzelman p o i n t s  o u t ,  
is bo h a kind o f  l a b o r  and a p r o c e s s  o f  consump- 
tion.' The r e a d e r  is  t h e  consumer o f  the product  
o f  t h e  w r i t e r ' s  l abor .  But r e a l l y  t o  read  imagin- 
a t i v e  w r i t i n g ,  he s u g g e s t s ,  i s  to reenac t  t h e  
w r i t e r ' s  work. The r e a d e r  must l a b o r  t o  p e r c e i v e  
t h e  w r i t t e n  t e x t  as a work of art. Here economic 
and e t h i c a l  i n j u n c t i o n s  co inc ide .  Such l a b o r  is its 
own reward, f o r  it is  a t  t h e  same time product ion 
and consumption: and such consumption s h a r e s  t h e  
d i g n i t y  o f  work. An economics o f  t h e  imaginat ion ' 

conceived i n  t h e s e  terms t ranscends  t h e  g e t t i n g  
and spending t h a t  l a y  waste  o u r  powers d e c r i e d  by 
t h e  Romantic p o e t s .  I n  t h e  l i t e r a r y  work o f  a r t ,  
w r i t e r  and r e a d e r  "forge a mutual labor"  and hand 
on a n  a p p r e c i a t i o n  o f  fundamenta human c o n d i t i o n s  
from one g e n e r a t i o n  t o  t h e  next .  4 

W e  are a lmos t  e q u a l l y  f a m i l i a r  with a n o t h e r  
image o f  t h e  l i t e r a r y  work a s  a p r i v i l e g e d  form o f  
l abor ;  e l e g i a c  and au tob iographica l  modes i n  par t -  
i c u l a r  sugges t  t h a t  w r i t i n g  is a kind o f  comemo- 
r a t i o n ,  a remembrance o f  t h i n g s  p a s t .  L i t e r a t u r e  
i s  t h e  l a b o r  o f  Erinnerung, A s  Marx and Ricardo 
t e l l  o f  a p o l i t i c a l  economy dependent on l a b o r  and 
consumption, Freud t e l l s  o f  a psych ic  economy 
dependent on t h e  p l e a s u r e  p r i n c i p l e  and on  t h e  "& 
of mourning," T r a u e r a r b e i t .  Mourning is tantkmount 
t o  t h e  p rocess  t h a t  e s t a b l i s h e s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f ,  
t h e  drawing inward o f  d e s i r e ,  t h e  a s s i m i l a t i o n  o f  
d e s i r e d  o b j e c t s  i n t o  t h e  p r o p e r t i e s  o f  t h e  ego. 
The s e l f  is  engaged from t h e  s t a r t  i n  t h e  work o f  
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Es-inrrerunp t h a t  Freud te rms  t h e  p r e c e s s  o f  i n t r o -  
j ec t ion .  I n t r o j e c t i n g  p a r e n t a l  deci  r e s  and 
i n j u n c t i o n s  e n a b l e s  one  genera t ion  +9 succeed 
another .  composing or read ing  a l i t e r a r y  work is  
a s p e c i a l  i n s t a n c e  o f  t h i s  fundamental a c t i v i t y  Of 
i n t e r n a l i z a t i o n .  

Here t h e n  a r e  two c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n s  o f  reading,  
i n  terms taken  from what a r e  arguably t h e  master 
d i s c o u r s e s  o f  t h e  modd'rn p e r i o d ,  econon&cs and 
psychoanalysis .  Reading is t h e  consumption o f  l a b o r  
and t h e  l a b o r  o f  consumption; read ing  is i n t r o j e c -  
t i o n .  Desp i te  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  both concept ions 
e n t a i l  two assumptions which a r e  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  
i n e v i t a b l e .  One is t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  reading is 
a s e l f .  The o t h e r  is t h a t  t h e  a c t i v i t y  o f  read ing  
can  be  a s s i m i l a t e d  t o  t h e  p r o c e s s  'of understanding. 

Perhaps we have t o  beg lo  by assuming t n e  
presence o f  a r e a d e r ,  o f  a s e l f  who understdnds; 
b u t  we can do more than t a k e  t h a t  understanding f o r  
yranted.  Thanks to t h e  te rms  i n  which t h e  assumption 
is posed, we can i d e n t i f y  t h e  r h e t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e  it 
r e q u i r e s .  T h i s  is, simply,  t h e  use of  metaphor; 
t h e  terms l a b o r ,  con sump ti or^, and i n t e r n a l i z a t i o n  
a r e  a l l  deployed, i n  t h e  concept ions  we have ou t -  
l i n e d ,  i n  a metaphorical  s e n s e  e x p l i c i t l y  o r  
i m p l i c i t l y  d i s t i n g u i s h a d  from a l i t e r a l  sense  which 
tends  t o  a c q u i r e  a d i f  f e r c n t  name--"work," f o r  
example, t o  d e s i g n a t e  t h e  a c t u a l  p h y s i c a l  a c t i v i t y  
d i s t i i l c t  from t h e  "LaLir" t h a t  f i g u r e s  i n  a formal 
economic d i s c o u r s e .  Yet as P r o f e s s o r  Heinzelman 
p i n t s  o u t ,  l a b o r ,  of a l l  t h e  "unrea l  words1' of 
econamic d i s c o u r s e ,  r e s i s t s  d i s s o c i a t i o n  from its 
m a t e r i a l ,  non-technical  meanings. We f i n d  Marx 
"measuring mental  work a g a i n s t  economic p r i n c i p l e s  
which it can o n l y  metaphoric  l l y  ey.;x.:oximate,'l 
P r o f e s s o r  t i e inze lmn w r i u s . '  Ib . : r c l r r e  t h a t  
mental "l;iborn o n l y  resembles l a b r  metaphor ica l ly  

c l o s e s  o f f  some q u e s t i o n s  Marx's t e x t  would r a i s e .  
i Baudela i re  (whom Walter Benjamin in t roduces  as "A 

L y r i c  Poet  i n  t h e  Era o f  High Capital ism") claims 
w i t h  comparable i n s i s t e n c e  t h a t  p o e t r y  is consumed 
n o t  merely i n  a t h e o r e t i c a l  o r  a metaphorical  sense. 
"Vous avez  besoin d ' a r t , "  he w r i t e s ,  "Aux Bourgeois," 
i n  t h e  "Salon d e  1846"; "Vous pouvez v i v r e  t r o i s  
jours  s a n s  pa in ;  s a n s  po6sie ,  jamais." ("You need 
a r t .  . . . You c a n  l i v e  f o r  t h r e e  days w i t h o u t  
bread;  wi thout  p o e t r y ,  never .  ") * 

Not j u s t  any metaphor is  a t  s t a k e  here ,  b u t  
one which i n s t a l l s  t h e  very  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 
l i t e r a l  and f i g u r a t i v e  i n s t a n c e s .  The o r a l  metaphor, 
which s t a n d s  behind t h e  concepts  o f  consumption and 
o f  i n t r o j e c t i o n  (and of  " t a s t e " ) ,  impl ies  b o t h  t h a t  
i n t e r n a l i z a t i o n  i s  t h e  c o n s t i t u e n t  a c t i v i t y  o f  t h e  
s u b j e c t  and t h a t  i n s o f a r  a s  a genuine s u b j e c t  o r  
s e l f  is concerned, t h i s  a c t i v i t y  is minimally mate- 
r i a l ,  p r i n c i p a l l y  metaphorical .  A s u b j e c t  i n t e r -  
n a l i z e s  an o b j e c t  by comprehending i t  o r  v e r b a l i z i n g  
it r a t h e r  than by e a t i n g  it. I n t r o j e c t i o n  t a k e s  
p l a c e  a s  a metaphorical  i n g e s t i o n  and d i g e s t i o n .  
I n  d e l i m i t i n g  a n  i n s i d e  and an o u t s i d e  and permit-  
t i n g  t h e i r  comparison, it makes metaphor i n  genera l  
p o s s i b l e ,  t o g e t h e r  with language. I n t r o j ~ c t i o n ,  i n  
s h o r t ,  is t h e  pr imary divergence from f i l l i n g  t h e  
m u t h  w i t h  a n  a c t u a l  e d i b l e  o b j e c t  t o  " f i l l i n g "  i t ,  
f i g u r a t i v e l y  speaking,  w i t h  words. 

I dwel l  on t h e  term " i n t r o j e c t i o n "  because i ts 
an t i -metaphor ica l  double h a s  been theor ized  more 
e x p l i c i t l y  than  t h o s e  o f  l a b o r  o r  consumption (work, 
e a t i n g ,  u s e ) ,  and o f f e r s  a n o t h e r  way o f  t h i n k i n g  
about reading--about read ing  a s  w r i t i n g ,  a n o t  
merely i d e a l  mental  p rocess  b u t  one t h a t  l e a v e s  a 
m a t e r i a l  t r a c e .  Reading, then ,  might be cons t rued  
n o t  a s  i n t r o j e c t i o n  b u t  a s  l ' incorporat ion."  Freud 
i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  i n c o r p o r a t i o n  forms t h e  c o r p o r a l  
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w d e l  for i n t r o j e c t i o n .  The contra:: between t h e  
t w o  p r o c e s s e s  is worked o u t  by Marl; Torok i n  a n  
e s s a y  e n t i t l e d  "Deuil ~ ~ l a n c h o l i c " ; ~  i t  can  be  
t r a c e d  to  Freud ' s  d i s t i n c t i o n  between nourn ing~ and 
m e l a n c h ~ l i a . ~  Melancholia o c c u r s  a s  a kind of 
mourning-sickness when t h e  l a b o r  o f  mourning does 
n o t  t a k e  p lace .  Incorpora t ion  occurs  when t h e  work 
o f  i n t r o j e c t i o n  is n o t  c a r r i e d  o u t .  I n s t e a d  o f  
t a k i n g  i n  something, f i g u r a t i v e l y ,  t h e 2 s u b j e c t  
a c t u a l l y  t a k e s  a n  o b j e c t  i n t o  t h e  body-'-"nore o r  
less a t  t h e  l e v e l  o f  f a n t a s y , "  exp ld ln  Laplanche 
and ~ o n t a l i s  .7  I n c o r p o r a t i o n  t a k e s  p l a c e  a s  t h e  
f a n t a s y  o f  a n  a c t u a l  consunption of  t h e  l o s t  o r  
d e s i r e d  o b j e c t .  Whereas t h e  work o f  i n t r o j e c t i o n  
a s s i m i l a t e s  l o s s e s  and i n t e g r a t e s  d e s i r e s  i n t o  t h e  
s e l f ,  t h e  f a n t a s y  o f  i n c o r p o r a t i o n  i n t e r n a l i z e s  an 
o b j e c t  i n  such  a way a s  t o  i s o l a t e  it, t u  n e a l  it 
o f f  i n  a s e p a r a t e  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  egs.  I n t r o j c c t i o n  
is a p r o c e s s  o f  comprehending; i n c c r p o r a t i o ~ i  is a 
process  o f  encryp t ing .  I b r o k e s  e s s a y  d e s c r i b e s  
h o w  t h e  l a b o r  o f  Er innerunq  g e t s  d i s p l a c e d  by t h e  
tokens o f  conunemration: "A c o m m ~ a t i v e  monument, 
t h e  incorpora ted  o b j e c t  markes t h e  p l a c e ,  t h e  d a t e ,  
ttie c irctunstances i n  which such-and-such a d e s i r e  
was b a r r e d  from i n t r o j e c t i o n :  l i k e  s o  many tombs 
i n  t h e  l i f e  o f  t h e   elf."^ 

I n c o r p o r a t i o n  r e - l i t e r a l i z e s ,  o r  r a t h e r  d i s -  
f i g u r e s ,  t h e  a c t i o n  o f  i n g e s t i o n  which i n t r o j e c t i o n  
takes  f i g u r a t i v e l y .  The d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  two 
m d e s  o f  i n t e r n a l i z a t i o n  is a mmentous r h e t o r i c a l  
d i f f e r e n c e .  I n t r O j e c t i o n  d e a l s  w i t h  an o b j e c t  i n  
t h e  form o f  its r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  a s  t h e  meaning o f  a 
word. I n t r o j e c t i o n  d e a l s  w i t h  a n  o b j e c t  a s  a word; 
i n c o r p o r a t i o n  d e a l s  wi th  a word a s  a n  object--not  
j u s t  as t h e  o b j e c t  i t  might seem to r e p r e s e n t ,  b u t  
a s  a l i n g u i s t i c  o b j e c t ,  a mate r ia l  s i g n .  Hence one 
might d e s c r i b e  a s  i n c o r p o r a t i o n  t t1 .2 o p e r a t i o n  of 
read ing  t h a t  i s s u e s  i n  w r i t i n g ,  i n  which words form 
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n o t  j u s t  a p r e t e x t  f o r  understanding,  b u t  t h e  
m a t e r i a l  o f  a mutable t e x t .  

Maria l b r o k  and N i c o l a s  Abraham e s t a b l i s h e d  
t h e i r  concept ion  o f  i n c o r p o r a t i o n  as a n  encoding 
o r  e n c r y p t i n g  through a r e a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  Wolfman, 
i n  Cryptonomie: le  Verb ie r  d e  l'honme a w  loups .  
Wolfman, they  determined,  had witnessed n o t  simply 
c e r t a i n . s c e n e s ,  b u t  c e r t a i n  words, words h e  could 
n o t  hope to r e a r t i c u l a t e  because o f  t h e i r  power t o  
endanger t h e  very  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  p roper  meaning ( i n  
t h i s  c a s e ,  t h e  autonomy o f  t h e  f a t h e r ) .  S i n c e  
t h e i r  s i g n i f i c a n c e  could  n o t  be a s s i m i l a t e d ,  t h e s e  
words were incorpora ted  i n s t e a d :  p reserved  and 
destroyed,  t r a n s l a t e d  by t h e  Wolfman i n t o  c r y p t -  
onyms, i n t o  a c r y p t i c  language made up of o t h e r  
words r e p e a t i n g  t h e i r  m a t e r i a l  l i n g u i s t i c  f e a t u r e s .  
One example urges  i t s e l f  on  o u r  a t t e n t i o n  because 
it has  t h e  same s e l f - d e s i g n a t i n g  c h a r a c t e r  as t h e  
examples one can  adduce f r o m  l i t e r a r y  t e x t s :  
Wolfmanes r e c o l l e c t i o n  o f  a "Schwalben-schwanz 
Schmetter l ing" p r e s e r v e s ,  i n  its English t r a n s l a -  
tion--"swallow-tailed bu t te r f lyw-- the  s y l l a b l e s  of 
a sugges t ion  by h i s  governess  t h a t  "it's b e t t e r  to 
l i e , "  and t h a t  h e  should mswallow t h e  t a l e .  " H i s  
r e c o l l e c t i o n  seems t o  r e f e r  t o  a n  encounter  wi th  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  s o r t  o f  b u t t e r f l y ,  b u t  h i s  words func t ion ,  
mre impor tan t ly ,  to both  p r e s e r v e  t h e  l i n g u i s t i c  
f e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  p h r a s e s  and t o  p r e v e n t  
t h e i r  meaning from emerging. H e  swallows t h e  tale 
i n s t e a d  o f  t e l l i n g  it, and  it r e t u r n s  i n  rhymes i n  
ano ther  language. H i s  a n a l y s t  f a c e s  t h e  r e t u r n  o f  
t h e  t e x t .  

Suppose we a t tempt ,  then ,  i n s t e a d  o f  cons ider -  
ing  w r i t i n g  from t h e  p o i n t  o f  view o f  reading--as a 
v e r b a l i z i n g  o f  t h i n g s ,  a read ing  o f  our  fundamental 
s i t u a t i o n  i n  t h e  world--to c o n s i d e r  read ing  a s  
wr i t ing :  n o t  v o i c i n g  t h i n g s ,  n o t  v e r b a l i z i n g  
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o b j e c t s ,  b u t  e a t i n ?  words, 

To a n a l y z e  r e a d i n g  i n  such  a way we have to 
p o s i t  a n  act o f  read ing  t h a t  i s s u e s  i n  t h e  w r i t i n g  
o f  a t e x t .  We can  choose f o r  o u r  purpose t e x t s  
which e x p l i c i t l y  concern consumption, f a n t a s y ,  and 
memory: Rousseau's ~ e u v i e m e  Promenade i n  t h e  
RGveries du  promeneur s o l i t a i r e  and Baude la i re ' s  
e s s a y  "Morale du  j o u j o ~ . ~ ~ ~  B a u d e l a i r e ' s  e s s a y  
r e c a p i t u l a t e s  s e v e r a l  t . m t i f s  from ~ ~ u s d e a u ' s ,  
i n c l u d i n g  what he c a l l s  " l ' i d e e  d'un d i v e r t i s s e m e n t  
innocent": t h e  no t ion  o f  a n  innocent ,  and inexpens- 
i v e ,  diversion--a  promenade en l ivened  by t h e  p l e a s u r e  
o f  o f f e r i n g  penny t o y s  t o  poor c h i l d r e n .  Such 
c h i l d r e n  w i l l  c a r r y  o f f  t h e s e  g i f t s  t o  consume them 
f u r t i v e l y ,  writes Baude la i re ,  l i k e  c a t s  wi th  a m r s e l  
o f  food. This  p a r t  o f  t h e  e s s a y  concludes wi th  t h e  
t a b l e a u  o f  a r i c h  c h i l d  and a poor c h i l d  g r i n n i n g  
f r a t e r n a l l y  a t  t h e  poor c h i l d ' s  t o y ,  a caged r a t :  
no t  j u s t  a toy ,  b u t  a ' 'joujou v i v a n t , '  a l i v e  
creature--food, however, f o r  c a t s ,  Lo whom t h e  
c h i l d r e n  have been compared, The w t i f  o f  t h e  
l i t e r a l l y  consumable g i f t ,  t h e  toy  food, comes from 
Rousseau; t h e  n i n t h  Rever ie  recites a v e r i t a b l e  menu 
of c h i l d r e n ' s  g i f t s :  a p p l e s ,  s a l t y  r o l l s  (pa ins  de  
Nantc r re ) ,  and cone-shaped w a f f l e s  o r  wafers  c a l l e d  
"oubl ies . " 

Pronounced j u s t  l i k e  oubl i--obl ivion,  o r  f o r -  
g e t t i n g - - t h i s  last i t e m  comes up s t r a n g e l y  i n  a 
revery  o s t e n s i b l y  devoted to p r e c i o u s  memories o f  
g e n i a l i t y  w i t h  ch i ld ren .  (The n i n t h  Raverie  s e t s  
o u t  t o  counte r  t h e  charge  t h a t  Rousseau is a c h i l d -  
h a t i n g  monster,  a "pare dena ture .  ") Rousseau c i t e s  
a s  a t r e a s u r e d  "souvenir" h i s  investment  i n  
"oublies." Baude la i re ' s  e s s a y  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  same 
k i n d s  of  d i s t r i b u t i o n  and conswnpt1r.n a s  Ibusseau 's .  
And i t  a l s o  dep loys  the saw kind  of par3dn;:ical 
dua l  s ign :  a paragraph on children's pldy f .  d t u r e s  
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t h e  word "diligence1'--made to  r e f e r  n o t  t o  work b u t  
to  f a n t a s y ,  t o  t h e  game o f  "stagecoach" played by 
imagina t ive  c h i l d r e n ,  Baude la i re ' s  "d i l igence"  can 
b e  analyzed as a c q p t o n y m  f o r  Rousseau's "oubl ies , "  
and h i s  t e x t  can b e  d e s c r i b e d  a s  an i n c o r p o r a t i o n  
o f  Rousseau's.  These t e x t s  s p e l l  o u t  responses  t o  
t h e  q u e s t i o n s  posed by t h e i r  conjunct ion:  how does 
read ing  t u r n  i n t o  w r i t i n g ?  By what k ind  of  menwry-- 
o f  f o r g e t t i n g ?  And a c e r t a i n  q u e s t i o n  o f  l i t e r a r y  
h i s t o r y ,  o r  o f  how g e n e r a t i o n s  succeed one another :  
how does one t a k e  i n  Rousseau's "oublies"? 

l b y s  o r  g i f t s ,  l i k e  t e x t s  o r  poems, a r e  t o  be 
p layed  w i t h ,  o r  admired, o n l y  f i g u r a t i v e l y  con- 
sumed. But Rousseau and Baude la i re  r e f e r  t o  a toy 
food o r  e d i b l e  g i f t  which is consumed l i t e r a l l y ,  
l i k e  t h e  Wolfman's swallowed t a l e s ,  l i k e  incorpo-  
r a t e d  words. R ~ u s s e a u  r e p r e s e n t s  himself buying Bnd 
d i s t r i b u t i n g  chances on t h e s e  c u r i o u s  i tems,  s o l d  
from a c a r t  equipped with a s o r t  of  wheel o r  tu rn-  
t a b l e  by a vendor c a l l e d  an "oublieur ."  The 
ep isode  t a k e s  p l a c e  on a Sunday excurs ion  t o  t h e  
Bois  d e  Boulogne. 

Une v i n g t a i n e  d e  p e t i t e s  f i l l e s  condui tes  p a r  
une manisre d e  Rel ig ieuse  v i n r e n t  l e s  une 
s l a s s e o i r ,  les a u t r e s  f o l a t r e r  a s s e z  p r d s  de 
nous. Durant l e u r s  jeux v i n t  3 passer  un 
o u b l i e u r  avec son tambour e t  son t o u r n i q u e t  
q u i  c h e r c h o i t  p ra t ique .  Je v i s  que l e s  p e t i t e s  
f i l l e s  c o n v o i t o i e n t  f o r t  l e s  o u b l i e s  e t  deux 
ou t r o i s  d ' e n t r e  e l l e s  q u i  apparemment 
possedoien t  quelques l i a r d s  demanderent l a  
permission d e  jouer. Tandis que l a  gouver- 

nan te  h e s i t o i t  e t  d i s p u t o i t  j ' a p p e l l a i  l ' o u b l i e u r  
e t  j e  l u i  d i s :  f a i t e s  t i r e r  tout.es c e s  
Demoiselles chacune h son  t o u r  e t  je  MUS 

p a y e r a i  l e  t o u t .  Ce mot r e p a n d i t  dans t o u t e  
l a  t roupe  une j o i e  q u i  s e u l e  e u t  p l u s  que  pay6 
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ma bourse quant  je l ' a u r o i s  t o u t e  ,mpln-.' 
2 c e l a .  

Comme je v i s  q u ' e l l e s  s ' cmpresso ien t  avec 
un peu de  confus ion ,  avec l 'agrgment  de l a  
Cauvernar~te je l e s  f i s  ranger  t o u t e s  d 'un c o t e ,  
e t  pu1.s p a s s e r  de  l ' a u t r e  c o t 6  l ' une  aprez  
l ' a u t r e  a mesure q u ' e l l e s  a v o i e n t  t i re .  
Quoiqu ' i l  n 'y  e u t  p o i n t  de b i l l e t  L l a n ~  r e  
qu' il r e v i n t  au  nuins '  une o u b l i e  cha6c>: .L 
c e l l e s  q u i  n ' a u r o i e n t  r i e n ,  aucune d ' e l l e s  n r  
pouvoit  e t r e  absolument d c o n t e n t e ,  a f i n  d e  
rendre l a  f d t e  encor  p l u s  gaye j e  d i s  en 
s e c r e t  a l ' o u b l i e u r  d ' u s e r  de son a d r e s s c  o r -  
d i r ld l rc  en s e n s  c o n t r a i r e  en f a i s a n t  torn!)c.r 
a u l r a ~ ~ t  de bons l o t s  c lu ' i l  p o u r r o i b  e t  c;;? 
l u i  cn t i e n d r o i s  compte. . . . Pew2:. ; :. : 

c e t t e  o[)erat ion,  il y e u t  d e s  dispt.:es 9.. .;I@ 

p o r t a  devant  m n  t r i b u n a l ,  et: c c s   cites 
f i l  l e s  vcnant  p l a i d e r  t o u r  3 tour  l e u r  eels..:- 

111,: ~ l o r ~ n c r c n t  occas ion  de r e m a r q L ~ r  q~ae ql>- ' ; .: ' il 
11'y en e u t  aucune de  j o l i e  l a  y e n t i ~ l e s s e  dc 
quelqucs-uncs f d i s o i t  o S l  i e r  l e u r  l a i d e u r  . ! 

( A b u t  twenty l i t t l e  g i r l s  ! . I  . j .  a s s r : -  
o f  nun catne, some t o  s i t  down, ocher*-. LO z r n l i c .  
~1oit.c: c l o s e  t o  us. While t!tcy w;re playing,  a 
w~itcrmdn vtith h i s  drum and board passeti by, 
looking f o r  bus iness .  I saw th<.t. rile 1 I t t l e  
( ] l r l s  g r e a t l y  coveted t h e  wafers ,  dntl t-{.do o r  
t h r e e  a m n g  them, who a p p a r e n t l y  had a fcw 
punnies i n  t h e i r  possess ion ,  asked fol  L,cr- 
mission t o  p lay .  A s  t h e  goveL.ness was i , c s l ~ ~ , t -  
i n g  and a rgu ing ,  I c a l l e d  t o  t h e  wafer nu^, and 
s a i d :  "Let a l l  o f  t h e s e  young l a d i e s  s i t in ,  
each i n  t u r n ,  and I w i l l  pay you f o r  ttrL rrirole 
th ing ."  This  word spread  a joy thcough t h a -  
whole group which .I lone woul ,l h,l vc? m o r e :  t.] .an 
reimbursed me, hdd I used up d l  l r,g mon~. ;. 

S C E  REPORTS 

As I saw t h a t  they  were m i l l i n g  about  
somewhat confusedly , w i t h  t h e  consen t  of the 
l a d y  i n  charge,  I made them a l l  l i n e  up o n  one 
s i d e  and then p a s s  o v e r  to t h e  o t h e r  s i d e ,  one 
a f t e r  t h e  o t h e r ,  as soon as t h e y  had made their 
spin.  There were no b l a n k s  and a t  l e a s t  one  
wafer  came to each  o f  t h o s e  who would have 
won nothing,  and t h u s  no one could  be abso- 
l u t e l y  d i sconten ted ;  b u t  to make t h e  p a r t y  
still gayer ,  I s e c r e t l y  t o l d  the waferman to 
use h i s  o r d i n a r y  s k i l l  i n  a n  o p p o s i t e  s e n s e  
by making a s  many good s p i n s  a s  p o s s i b l e  o c c u r  
and t h a t  I would make it up t o  him. . . . 
During t h i s  whole o p e r a t i o n ,  d i s p u t e s  a r o s e  
which were brought  b e f o r e  my t r i b u n a l ;  and 
t h e s e  l i t t l e  g i r l s ,  coming one a f t e r  a n o t h e r  
t o  p l e a d  t h e i r  c a s e ,  gave me the o p p o r t u n i t y  
t o  n o t e  t h a t  a l though  n o t  one o f  them was 
p r e t t y ,  t h e  sweetness  o f  some caused t h e i r  
homeliness to b e  f o r g o t t e n . ) I 2  

It is  tempting to match t h i s  anecdote w i t h  t h e  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  souveni r s  t h a t  Baudelaire  d e s c r i b e s  
i n  t h e  opening paragraphs o f  "Morale du joujou." 
H e  counts  himself  one  arrvsng many o f , t h e  * g e n t i l s  
p c t i t s  garcons  . . . dont  l ' i n s o u c i e u s e  cnfance  a 
p u i s 6  a u t r e f o i s  un souveni r  d a n s  l e  t r 6 s o r  d e  liane. 
Panckoucken ("nice l i t t l e  boys. . . whose care- 
f r e e  chi ldhood f e t c h e d  up a souveni r  from t h e  
t r e a s u r e  o f  Madame Panckoucken). This  l ady  i n v i t e d  
him t o  choose from a n  inmense roomful o f  s p l e n d i d  
t o y s ,  whi le  h i s  m t h e r  wished him t o  be s a t i s f i e d  
w i t h  "un o b j e t  i n f i n i m e n t  m6diocre1'; s o  t h a t  "pour 
t o u t  accorder ,  je me r 6 s i g n a i  a un juste-mil ieu."  
What i s  " jus t* '  is j u s t  such a r e c a l c i t r a n t  and 
i n t e r e s t e d  compromise, a s  Baude la i re  i r o n i c a l l y  
u n d e r l i n e s  w i t h  t h e  i t a l i c i z e d  c l i c h 6 .  Baude la i re ' s  
p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  anecdote is t h e  i n v e r s e  o f  Rousseau's. 
Rousseau is  t h e  a d u l t  who o f f e r s  "oublies"  to t h e  
c l a s s  o f  c h i l d r e n ;  Baude la i re  is t h e  c h i l d  o f f e r e d  














































