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PREFATORY NOTE 

This i s a u e  of  SCE Reports begins a new phase of  
tile Society f o r  C r i t i c a l  Exchange. A t  t h e i r  business  
meeting lobit December a t  HLA i n  New York, t h e  Board 
of Di rec tors  voted t o  move SCE'e headquarters  t o  
Oxford, Ohio, and t o  r e s t r u c t r ~ r e  SCE Reports. I n  
o rder  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  t b e s e  changes, they appointed 
t h e  fol lowing adminis t r n t i v e  c o r n i t t e e  t o  handle t h e  
day- today  business  o f  t h e  Society:  Jpmes Creech, 
s p e c i a l  p r o j e c t s  s e c r e t a r y ;  P a t r i c i a  Har'rtitr, business  
s e c r e t a r y ;  Steven Nimia, record ing  s e c r e t o r y ;  David 
Shumway, execu t ive  s e c r e t a r y ;  and James Gosnoski, 
c h a i r .  

T t  i s  a p a r t i c u l a r  p leasure  t o  inaugura te  t h i s  
phaee of SCE'e h i s t o r y  with a e p e c i a l  i s s u e  on Hictrel 
Foucault.  Peggy Kacnq~f, the  e d i t o r  of r b i s  i s s u e ,  has  
brought toge ther  s group of papers on t h e  work o f  
Foucault from hevdra2 d i s c i p l i n e s .  In  a d d i t i o n  t h i s  
i s s u e  inc ludes  an essay  by Cynthia (Xlase resposrding 
t o  h e r  conmelitators from t h e  l a s t  SCE MLA s e s s i o n  and 
a b r i e f  account by Rick Barney o f  l a s t  October 's  SCE 
Indiana Univers i ty  conference on "Theories of  Reading." 

Our next  i s s u e  o f  SCE Reports w i l l  be  gues t  
e d i t e d  by Susan E l l i o t t  end w i l l  f e a t u r e  a p o s i t i o n  
paper by Ralph Cohen on l i t e r a r y  fonn change with 
c o m e n t a r i e s  by Michael R i f f a t e r r e ,  Llayden White and 
Murray Schwartz. The 1983 spring/summer i s e u e  w i l l  
be e d i t e d  by Steve'Nimis and w i l l  f e a t u r e  a p o e i t i o n  
paper by Fratlric Jamesou uod commentaries on h i s  work. 

James J. Soartoski 
General E d i t o r  
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INTRODUCTION 

Peggy Kamuf 

The i d e a  f o r  t h i s  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  essays was 
prompted by a s p e c i a l  conference on Hichel 
Foucaul t ,  sponsored by t h e  Center f o r  t h e  
Humanitfee a t  t h e  Univers i ty  of Southern Cal i -  
f o r n i a  i n  October 1981. It was a n  occasion 
f o r  t h e o r i s t s  and researchers  i n  many f i e l d s  
--philosophy, h i s t o r y ,  s o c i a l  sc ience  and 
l i t e r a t u r e - - t o  converge on  t h e  common ground of 
t h e  work of  a th inker  who has  c o n s i s t e n t l y  
quest ioned t h e  purpose and e f f e c t  of  d i s c i p l i n a r y  
d i v i s i o n s  w i t h i n  t h e  human sciences.  I t  thus  

a l s o  provided a n  occasion t o  b r ing  some o f  these  
ques t ions  t o  a forum on l i t e r a r y  theory such a s  
t h i s  one. With one except ion,  t h e  c o n t r i b u t o r s  
t o  t h i s  volume a r e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  def ined  w i t h i n  
t h e  l i t e r a r y  d i s c i p l i n e s ,  y e t  t h e i r  essays  defy 
such d e f i n i t i o n .  One may ask, t h e r e f o r e ,  what i t  
means t h a t  l i t e r a r y  s c h o l a r s  such a s  t h e s e  (and 
many o t h e r s )  choose t o  d i s r e g a r d  t h e  narrow def i -  
n i t i o n  o f  t h e i r  c e r t i f i e d  competence. Secondly, 

what a r e  t h e  p o s s i b l e  impl ica t ions  o f  t h i s  g e s t u r e  
f o r  l i t e r a r y  theory? 

As t o  t h e  f i r s t  ques t ion ,  Foucaul t  h a s  argue 
ex tens ive ly  ( e s p e c i a l l y  i n  S u r v e i l l e r  Punit) 
t h a t  i n s t i t u t i o n 8  func t ion  t o  a r t i c u l a t e  knowl- 
edge wi th  power i n  o rder  t o  d i s c i p l i n e  sub jec t s .  
Thie i s  most c l e a r l y  demonstrated i n  the  c a s e  of 
s o c i a l  sc ience  l i k e  psychology which developed ' 

throughbut t h e  n ine teen th  century i n  i n t i m a t e  
, . r e l a t i o n  with s t a t e  pena l - jud ic ia l  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  
However, l i t e r a t u r e  was a l s o  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  
beginning i n  t h e  n ine teen th  c e n t u r y - t h a t , i e ,  
both a l i t e r a r y  canon was defined and s e t  a p a r t  
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from o t h e r  s o r t s  o f  w r i t i n g ;  then ,  increas -  
ing ly ,  t h i s  canonica l  d i s c i p l i n e  has  been con- 
f i n e d  t o  an i n s t i t u t i o n .  Yet, while  t h e  s o c i a l  
sc iences  have tended t o  extend t h e i r  range 
through p r o l i f e r a t i n g  s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  t h e  
l i t e r a r y  d i s c i p l i n e  h a s  no t  co l labora ted  i n  
t h e  es tab l i shment  of new i n s t i t u t i o n a l  forms. 

One r e s u l t  is theemarg ina l iza t ion  o f  a  
type of s tudy  which has r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  d i r e c t  
exchange v a l u e  w i t h i n  t h e  network of  o t h e r  so- 
c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  o u t s i d e  t h e  un ivers i ty .  The 
m ~ ~ c a u l t i a n  c r i t i q u e  o f  humanist d i s c i p l i n e s  dug- 
g e s t  t h a t  one should read  t h e  m a r g i n a l i z a t i o ~ l  of  
" l i t e r a t u r e "  i n  a  much more heterogeneous context  
than t h e  one cornonly accepted by r e c e n t  comenta-  
t o r s  ( f o r  example, by Gerald Graff  i n  L i t e r a t u r e  
& s i n s t  I t s e l f ) .  Paradoxica l ly ,  t h e  argument t h a t  
t h e  atudy of l i t e r a t u r e  has rendered i t s e l f  l a r g e l y  
irrelevant by g iv ing  i n  t o  t h e o r i e s  of  au tore fe r -  
e n t i a l i t y  is a n  argument made almost w h ~ l l y  i n  t h e  
con tex t  of  t h e  recen t  h i s t o r y  o f  l i t e r a r y  c r i t i c i s m  
i n  North America, a s  i f  t h i s  h i s t o r y  could be  assumed 
t o  b e  a  se l f -ev iden t ,  self-enclosed process. I n s t e a d  
of t h i e  s o r t  o f  narrow determinism of  l i t e r a t u r e ' s  
placrz, which, because i t  leaves-unquest ioned t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  f o r c e s  t h a t  c l a s s i f y  and c l o i s t e r  w r i t t e n  
t e x t s ,  must end up accept ing t h e  very c l o s u r e  i t  
wants t o  chal lenge,  Foucault-among others--urges 
l i t e r a r y  schola rs ,  along with a l l  researchere i n  ' 
t h e  human eciences,  t o  regard t h e i r  o b j e c t  of  s tudy  
a s  always on ly  prov is iona l ly  designated and thus  ,on 
i t s  way toward redes igna t ion .  ( s e e  R. ::uapp1e 
essay f a r  a  number of  sugges t ions  of  how t o  pro- 
ceed with t h i s  redee igca t io r~ . )  The eeenya i n  t h i e  
c o l l e c t i o n  each c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h i s  process of  re- 
designing t h e  l i t e r a r y  o b j e c t  by  neg lec t ing  t o  h a l t  
a t  t h e  boundariee which h w e  h i s t o r i c a l l y  confined 
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l i t e r a t u r e  and i t s  s tudy t o  a  p lace  i n  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n .  
(see G. Van Den Abbeele's essay i n  p a r t i c u l a r  f o r  a  
d i s c u s s i o n  of how Foucaul t '  a  own "h is to r ies"  compli- 
c a t e  t h e  r e l a t i o n  t o  'If ic t ions".)  

A s  t o  t h e  second ques t ion  about  t h e  implica- 
t ions  o f  such he te rogene i ty  f o r  a  theory o f  l i t e r -  
a t u r e :  This  ques t ion  seems p a r t i c u l a r l y  p e r t i n e n t  
e ince ,  a s  a l ready  noted, ~ o u c a u l t ' e  c r i t i q u e  i s  
most f o r c e f u l l y  worked o u t  through a n  archeology 
of  t h e  e o c i a l  sciences,  a l though by using t h e  French 
des igna t ion  "sciences humainee" ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  
M* e t  l e e  choeee), t h i s  c r i t i q u e  tends t o  d i sso lve  
t h e  Anglo-American d i v i s i o n  between humanit ies  and 
s o c i a l  sc iences .  Foucaul t ' s  analyses have r a d i c a l l y  
changed t h e  ques t ions  be ing  asked by empi r ica l  
researchers  and t h i s  s h i f  t h a s  produced remarkable 
new c r i t i c a l  perspec t ives  on  a  broad range o f  e o c i a l  
i n s t i t u t i o n s .  (See A. Frank 's  essay,  f o r  example, 
which e f f e c t s  t h i s  s h i f t  i n  examining the  d i s c o u r s e  
of sex  therapy.) I f ,  however, t h e  impl ica t ions  of 
t h i s  research  f o r  L i t e r a r y  thought a r e  less c l e a r l y  
s e t  ou t ,  perhaps they have t o  be  sought i n  r e l a t i o n  
t o  ~ o u c a u l t ' s  l a r g e r  p ro jec t .  This  p r o j e c t  has  no t  
always been grasped by h i s  commentators, one reason, 
no doubt, t h a t  dur ing  h i s  l e c t u r e  a t  t h e  USC confer- 
ence, Foucault chose t o  s p e l l  th ings  ou t  wi th  words 
t o  t h i s  e f f e c t :  "I am not  w r i t i n g  a  h i s t o r y  of  
power. What i n t e r e s t s  me a r e  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  processes  
which have produced the  human as  subject." I n  t h e  
product ion of  t h e  human a s  s u b j e c t  (and, c o n s i s t e n t l y  
i n  Foucaul t ' s  work, "subject"  must be understood a l s o  
a s  "sub jec t  to," a s  "subjection"), " l i t e r a t u r e , "  t h a t  
nineteenth-century invent ion,  has  been c a l l e d  t o  play 
a  cons iderab le  r o l e .  And i t  is  t h i e  r o l e  t h a t  
t h e o r i e t ~  have s e t  ou t  t o  r e v i s e .  F i r s t ,  a s  we have 
seen,  by opening up the  c losed  d i scourse  o f  a  disci-  
p l i n e  and considering it i n  t h e  con tex t  of o t h e r  
d i scourses ,  o t h e r  f o l r e s  a t  work i n  t h e  product ion 
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of t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  l i t e r a t u r e .  Secondly, by l e t t i n g  
n e i t h e r  t h e  p roducer -sub jec t  of i n t e n t i o n a l  c r i t i -  
cism nor t h e  product-subject  of f o r m a l i s t  c r i t i c i n m  
serve as  an u n a s s a i l a b l e  locus of meaning va lue  and 
t h e r e f o r e  a s  a  c e n t e r  o f  power. F i n a l l y ,  (and i t  
is  h e r e  perhaps t h a t  c u r r e n t  l i t e r a r y  theory could 
have most t o  g a i n  by f a m i l i a r i z i n g  i t s e l f  with 
~ o u c a u l t  '8 h i s t o r i c a l  researches) ,  t h e  s u b j e c t i o n  of  
t h e  reader ,  t h a t  is, h i e l h e r  r e a l i z a t i o n  a s  s u b j e c t ,  
may d e r i v e  i ts  apparent  t h e o r e t i  a 1  necess i ty  from 
the  need t o  maintain and conso l i  f a t e  power's a r t i c -  
u l a t i o n  of  i t s e l f  i n  i d e n t i f i e d  s u b j e c t s .  To t h e  
s e r i e s  o f  such h i s t o r i c a l l y  produced terms a l ready  
analyzed--delinquents, inmates, pupi l s ,  p o t i e ~ r t s ,  
analysands-- theoris ts  o f  reader+response  and subjec- 
t i v e  c , ~  i t i c i s m  may even now be i n  t h e  process o f  
adding a  n- c l a s s  o f  subject-- the "reader." The 
j u x ~ e p u a i t i o n  of  Foucaul t ' s  h i s t o r i c a l  analyses with 
a  p a r t i c u l a r  discourse on l i t e r a t u r e ,  i n  o t h e r  words, 
can d i s c l o s e  how t h e  continued preoccupation with a  
humanis t ,  sub j e c t i v e  '*ethici '  se rves  t o  d i s f  i g u r e  
t e x t s  by at tempting t o  dismantle  t h e i r  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  
a  sure  pos i t ion ing  o f  a  sub jec t .  And from t h e r e ,  i t  
may become p o s s i b l e  t o  r e a s s e r t  t h a t  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  
s u b j e c t i o n  which l i t e r a r y  language performs f o r  us  
and which i s  perhaps t h e  only e t h i c  we need t o  know. 
( see  L. Mykyta's essay  f o r  a  suggest ion o f  how r e s i s t -  
ance may need t o  b e  a s s e r t e d  even a s  one reads 
Foucaul t ' s  t e x t . )  

The fol lowing b r i e f  bi!>liography l i s ts  Foucaul t ' s  
major works and t h e i r  EngL.i;lli t r a n s l a t i o n s  where ava i l -  
ab le .  For a  compleLe bibl iography o f  work both by and 
about Foucault., consrllt  Alan Sheridan, Foucault:  The 
W i l l  t o  Truth (London and New York: ~ a h c  tock, ' 1 9 m ,  
pp. 227-234. 

F o l i e  et deraieon,  H i s t o i r e  de l a  f o l i e  I L ' k  
c lass ique .  Par i s :  Plon, 1961; H i s t o i r e  $= 2 
f o l i e .  P a r i s :  U.G.E., ~ o l l e c t i o n ,  1961 
( a o r t e n e d  v e r s i o n ) ;  H i s t o i r e  2 l a  f o l i e  
l'k class ique .  2nd ed. P a r i s :  Gallimard, - 
1972 ( t h i s  e d i t i o n  conta ins  two new appendices, 
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t h e  second of which L = ~ o n  corps,  c e  papier ,  c e  
f e u y  responds t o  Jacques ~ e r r i d a ' s  c r i t i q u e  
i n  "Cogit:, e t  f o l i e "  / L ' ~ c r i t u r e  e t  l a  diffe ' r -  
ence, P a r i s :  S e u i l ,  i967 / ) .  - 
Madness and C i v i l i z a t i o n ,  t rans .  Richard Howard. -- 
New York: Pantheon, 1965 ( t r a n s l a t i o n  of a  
shortened v e r s i o n  w i t h  add i t ions  from 1 s t  
e d i t i o n ) .  

Naissance %& c l in ique .  P a r i s :  P.U.F., 1963; 
2nd e d i t i o n ,  1972. 

The Bi r th  of  the  C l i n i c  t rans .  Alan sheridan.  -----' 
New York: Pantheon, 1973. 

.Raymond Roussel. P a r i s :  Gallimard, 1963. 

Les Mots e t  l e e  choses. P a r i s :  Galimard, 1966. - - - -  
The Order o f  Things, t rans .  Alan Sheridan. New 
York: Pantheon, 1970. 

~ _ ' ~ r c h g o l o ~ i e  du savoi r .  P a r i s :  Galimard, 1969. 

The Archaeology of  Knowledge, t rans .  Alan 
Sheridan. New York: Pantheon, 1972. 

L_Ordre.& d iscours .  P a r i s :  Galimard, 1971 
~ o u c a u l t ' s  inaugura l  address  a t  t h e  col lBge de 

~ r a n c e ) .  
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"The Discour se  o n  Language," t r a n s .  Ruper t  
Swyer ( i n c l u d e d  a s  append ix  t o  t r a n s  l a t i o n  
o f  The Archaeology of Knowledge). 

~ u r v e i l l e r  e t  pun i r .  P a r i s :  Ga l l imard ,  1975. 

D i e c i p l i n e  and Pun i sh ,  t r a n s .  Alan She r idan .  
New York: Pantheon,  1975. 

La ~ o l o n t e ' d e  s a v o i r .  P a r i s :  Ga l l imard ,  1976. 

The H i s t o r y  of S e x u a l i t y ,  Vol. I, t r a n s .  . - 
Rober t  Hurley.  New York: Pantheon,  1978. 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  t r a n e l a t i o n s  o f  t h e  major works ,  
s e l e c t e d  e s s a y s  and i n t e r v i e w s  wi th  Foucal l l t  have  
been t r a n s l a t e d  by Donald F. Bouchard and S h e r r y  
Simon i n  L a n e ,  Counter  Memor , P r a c t i c e  ( I t h a c a :  
c o r n e l l  ~ Z G r r a i t ~  

Department o f  French 
Miami U n i v e r s i t y  
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LIFE WITHOUT FA171 ER : 
WHAT FOUCAULT MIGHT MEAN 

FOR 
LITERARY CRITICTSM 

Robert S .  Knapp 

T h i s  i s  a  working pape r  on t h e  kind o f  work 
t h a t  1 t h i n k  Foucau l t  makes necessa ry  f o r  l i t e r a r y  
c r i t i c s .  I do n o t  p re t end  t o  be  an  e x p e r t  about  
Foucau l t ,  not  t h a t  h e  would a p p r e c i a t e  any such  
w i l l  on  my p a r t  t o  know him. So I a t tempt  no exe- 
g e s i s  o f  h i s  a rchaeo logy ,  even though I doubt  t h a t  
h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  b lock  e x e g e s i s  a s  much a s  t h e i r  
r h e t o r i c a l  p o s t u r e  s u g g e s t s .  I n s t e a d ,  I want t o  
t h i n k  abou t  how h i s  Nie t z schean  m e d i t a t i o n  o n  t h e  
problem of  knowing has  a f f e c t e d  my theory and 
p r a c t i c e  a s  a  t e a c h e r  and s t u d e n t  of  l i t e r a t u r e .  

I n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  i t  seems t o  me t h a t  t he  
i n s t i t u t i o n a l  h i s t o r y  of E n g l i s h  i n  America has  
i d e a l l y  p laced l i t e r a r y  c r i t i c s  t o  p r o f i t  f rom 
Foucau l t ' s  a n a l y s e s  o f  d i s c o u r s e .  Why? Because 
t h e  whole e n t e r p r i s e  of  Eng l i sh  s t u d i e s  l o o k s  very  
l i k e  t h e  phan tasma t i c  e f f e c t  of  other d i s c i p l i n a r y  
d i s c o u r s e s  r a t h e r  than t h e  outcome of  ou r  own 
i n t e g r a l  and s y s t e m a t i c  d i s c i p l i n a r y  p r a c t i c e . l  
Assessed by t h e  c r i t e r i a  normal t o  o t h e r  f rame-  
works of  r e s e a r c h  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  empowerment, 
Eng l i sh  s t u d i e s  seem t o  have c o n t r i b u t e d  s u r p r i s -  
i n g l y  l i t t l e  t o  e i t h e r  t h e  advancement of  l e a r n i n g  
o r  t h e  demagogy o f  knowledge. We have been suc-  
c e s s f u l  e d i t o r s  o f  t e x t s  and c o l l e c t o r s  of  t e x t u -  
a l i t y  i n s i d e  and o u t s i d e  t h e  boundar ies  o f  t h e  
l i t e r a r y  "work"; a s  O . B .  Hardison once o b s e r v e d ,  
we have accumulated a  g r e a t  p i l e  of  b r i c k s  from 
which something might he  made.2 But a p a r t  from 
t h e  hones t  j a n i t o r i a l  l a b o r  of  r e r e a d i n g  t h e  canon 
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s o  a s  t o  make i t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  n e x t  g e n e r a t i o n  
o f  r e a d e r s ,  we have not  c o n s t r u c t e d  many e d i f i c e s  
v h i c h  count  a s  knowledge, which l e t  utr c o n t r o l  o u r  
" f i e l d , "  p r e d i c t  new p a t t e r n s  i l l  i t ,  o r  "see" t h e  
k i n d s  o f  h idden go ings  on t h a t  p a n o p t i c  s t r a t e g i e s  
mean t o  pry  i n t o .  Reading,  make no m i s t a k e ,  
s e c r e t l y  works up t h i s  k ind  of knowledge, bu t  i t  
c a n ' t  count  an such:  i t  i s  bo th  t o o  p r i v a t e  
t o o  conununal, and i t s  f r a g i l e  hypo theses  f a l l  f a r  
more s w i f t l y  t r ~ a l ~  t l ~ o s e  i n  t h e  Kuhnian model o f  
s c i e n c e .  But s c i e n c e ,  I t a k e  i t ,  i s  p a r t  of what 
we must t a l k  about  when we t a l k  of v o u l o i r  s a v o i r .  
I f  l i t e r a r y  c r i t i c i s m  a t  a l l  p a r t a k e s  i n  t h e  
s c i e n t i f i c  w i l l  t o  know, u n t i l  quj - te  r e c e n t l y  we - 
have labored--witl iout q u i t e  knowin3 ~ t - - a t  t h e  
p r i m i t i v e  accumula t ion  of c a p i t a l .  

Like  eve ry  p r e - d i s c i p l i n a r y  e n t e r p r i s e ,  how- 
e v e r ,  we have had an  a r t ;  u a n ' s  s e t  of d e v i c e s  v i t h  
which t o  s o r t ,  work o v e r ,  and p r e s e r v e  t h e  sym- 
b o l i c  c a p i t a l  we hove bee,, c o l l e c t i n g  a n d  e t o r i n g .  
A t  b e s t ,  o u r s  have been t h e  i n s p i r e d  t a c t i c s  of 
hricol*; a t  w o r s t ,  t h e  s o u r  mannerisms of c l a s s  
dominance; i n  between, an R icha rd  Oiunann shows u s ,  
t h e  d i s p i r i t i n g  t e c h n i q u e s  o f  f i t t i n g  o u t  i n t e l -  
l e c t u a l  c a d r e s  w i t h  a  p rose  and h a b i t  of mind 
gua ran teed  t o  keep them s e c u r e l y  w i t h i n  d i s c i p -  
l i n e d  bounda r i e s .  A s  f o r  u s ,  though we may 
i n f l i c t  m i c r o - t e c h n i c a l  d i s c i p l i n e  upon o t h e r s ,  v e  
l i k e  t o  t h i n k  of o u r s e l v e s  a s  sons  o f  a r t :  we 
i n h a b i t  a  c e r t a i n  s a c r e d  s p a c e ,  t h e  sounds of 
which we h e a r  w i t h  p r e t e r n a t u r a l l y  s e n s r t i v e  e a r s .  
O t h e r s  may t r a v o r s e  t h a t  cyace ,  but  on ly  t h o s e  who 
h e a r  may s t a y  t h e r e ;  and :IS Olln~ann a g a i n  p o i n t s  
o u t ,  most of what p a s s e s  f o r  r e s e a r c h  i n  l i t e r a -  
t u r e  i s  j u s t  a  s o c i a l  p rocedure  f o r  c e r t i f y i n g  
o n e ' s  p r o f e s s i o n a l l y  t i c ~ ~ s i t i v e  e a r s .  But what ,  
e x a c t l y ,  do we hea r  inbldt :  o u r  own g rove?  
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Can we give an  account of what inward hearing 
i r l  The d i rcourre  of sc ience  ham reemed framed t o  
keep us from dircovering what much an account 
might be: one knows, much d 'scourre rayr, with Ei outward ea r s ,  o r  not a t  a l l .  Viewed from t h e  r ea l  
world of power, therefore ,  lSnglirh l i t e r a t u r e  
reemr t o  be a l h i n a l  enclave wi th in  the j u r id i ca l  
academy, an  orthodox delinquency, a primary domain 
of the  r e r idua l ,  t he  unfocurred, t h e  i n t e r r t i t i a l ,  
of a11 t h a t  knowledge har not  ye t  claimed f o r  i t s  
own. For a11 t h a t ,  it is  a place the  au tho r i t i e s  
have wanted t o  keep-thir i n t e r i o r  place where 
symbolic c a p i t a l  i r  rtored-80 long a8 the  murmur- 
ing which we hear never maker it out  of t he  con- 
fess ional ,  80 long a8  no choric,  incertuogr play 
d i r r u p t r  the  r e r iou r  bur iner r  of waoing.  For 
t ha t ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  i r  what w e  a r e  paid t o  prererve. 
B i ~ t o r i c e l l y ,  we have preserved t h a t  meaning by 
being cc,cful about what we l e t  ourrelver hear,  by 
t r a in ing  the  bes t  of our rtuGantr t o  gase care- 
f u l l y  i n t o  the t e x t  am i f  i t  were a rirulacrum of 
the  Lacanian Other. A fecund mother, dominated by 
Father; we  a t  play i n  t he  female f i e l d  of t h e  
t ex t ,  but  always res t ra ined ,  chaste,  loyal ,  know- 
ing what t o  hear and vhat  not. 

Whence the  appeal of Derridat he appear8 t o  
give us our freedom, and by t e l l i n g  us t h a t  a11 
the  world's a t hea t e r  of t e ~ t u a l i t y i  jus t  f o u l  
paperr f o r  r c r ip t ing ,  he l e t r  us play the f i e l d ,  
By throwing i n  r a d i c a l  quest ion t h e  very idea  of 
having a po r i t i on  from which t o  play o r  i n  t h e  
persona of which t o  encounter v io l en t  l im i t r ,  Der- 
r i d a  ercgper the  dilemma t h a t  Foucault dercribes.  
For Foucault,  ins tead ,  c a l l 8  ur t o  hear romething 
e lse :  dimcourse, beating t h e  bounds, conrtructing 
the  world's body, constructing urn. For t h i r  rea- 
son, Foucault hae a g rea t e r  and more deeply 








































































































