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PREFACE

The papers published in this issue of SCE Reports
will be discussed at the MLA fonvention in New York, in
session 149 (10515-11:30 A.M., Hilton, Roos 524-26). As
Wallace Martin, the guest editor for this issue and
poderator for the WLA session observes, these are nat
obvious papers, whether taken singly or as a set. |
hope that this issue arrives in time for these papers
to be read prior to the meeting since it was, as with
other SCE prograss, our primary concern to locate im-
portant isswes and create an occasion to discuss thes.

It you wish to respond to these papers, or to
the MLA session, please do so by writing to the address
printed on the inside front cover. We hope to publish
the next issue of "SEE Reports by early sumser, so
responses to these papers should be sent by May 1st.

You will find in this package 2 copy of
SCE Reports #9, labelled, with good intentions,
“Sumzer,1981." It is being mailed now partly for
economic reasons, but I cannot blase it all on the
cost of postage.

0+ special interest to SCE members:

fNominations are now being accepted for the board of
directors. Three directors will be elected to serve
for tive year terms, Noaination fores and inforsation
about the election procedures will be mailed in
January,

1The annual business ameeting of the Society will be
held in New York on Tuesday, Deceaber 29, 1981, 5:15-
4:3¢ PN, Clinton roos, Hilton Hotel. Please cose to
thic seeting if you can. He have a nuaber of important
matters to discuss concerning fulure projects and

plans for the Society.

Leroy Searle
Secretary, SCE
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FOREWORD

Since the publication of Barthes' "From Work
[0euvre] to Text" ten years ago, the latter word has-
all but replaced the former in discussions of litera-
ture. The seven propositions presenced in that essay
90” appear to be the first and last words on the sub-
ject. The text as irreducibly plural; clie text as
intertextual; above all, the text as 5é&per1enced
only in an activity of production"--if we have not
gone beyond Barthes, it is because it is difficult
to imagine how we could do so. He conciuded by say-
1gg‘that "the theory of the text can colinclde only
w}ﬂu 4 practice of writing," and he has proved pro-
pictlc, even if the writing in which the word "text"

is used often turns out to b £
e a theory of some
other than textuality, ’ meching

"To solicit discussion of "the return of the
text” 1s thus to create a situation in which no
theoretical focus is likely to emerge. By alluding
to Freud's "return of the repressed," the title
invites the fucrther distortions characteristic of
the unconscious, and the writers of the following
papers dutifully unleashed their fantasies by play-
ﬁng every possible chauge on the meaning of the word

return. " Hetervgeneous as they are, these papers
cannol escape the conditions of textuality itself--
one of which is, as Michel Pierssens reminds us
that "it is always possible to go from one text’to
any other, however arbitrary the choice.” In the
hope of encouraging participation when these papers
are discussed in New York, I would suggest that

despite appearances, th €=}
N ey do intersect i j -
cant ways. Instances: " elentd
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1. Conjunctions of American and Continental
thought. Derrida's "Economimesis,” which provides
part of the framework of Cynthia Chase's paper, has
just appeared in English (Diacritics, Summer, 1981);
Kurt Heinzelman's The Economics of the Imagination
appeared last year. The question of how the literary/
aesthetic "work,” in the Kantian tradition, set
itself off from the working world of textuality and
mundane exchange is thematized by both, though they
share no ostensible frame of reference. American
critics, caught up in the currency of imported theory
or discounting it out of hand, have failed to note
that native strains of thought concern the same
matters. A similar situation appears in philosophy
(when, for example, Derrida and Anglo-American phi-
losophers emphasize the same aspects of Plato, and
Cavell and Rorty treat themes that Continental
thinkers would find congenial). Advocates of Anglo-
American methodologles may find (the Frenchman)
Pierssens' emphasis on "epistemological account-
ability" more to their 1liking than (the American) .
Chase's exorbitant reading of Baudelaire as nauseated
by Rousseau. For any open-minded reader, the problem
is less one of choosing which critical tradition to
follow than of noting how they are interrelated, and
what lines of thought they suggest that are worth
pursuing.

7. Economics and psychoanalysis: master
discourses or literary constructs? The "return" of
the text iuexorably leads us to the economic dimen~
¢ion of Freud's metapsycholegy, and to the exigencles
of labor, production, and exchange as we have con~
sciously or upconsciously understood them in -the
epoch of capitalism. As llcinzelman has shown with
respect to economics, and as we have often been told
concerning psychoanalysis, the use of these disci-
plines ir tewtual analysis soon raises the question
of whosc discursive formation will be master. To
state the guestion in Pierssens' form: what entitles



























































































































