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sTeoria nad-interpretacjg?”, jako formuta tytulowa konferencji zor-
ganizowanej przez Kolo Naukowe Doktorantéw na Wydziale Filologicz-
nym Uniwersytetu Slgskiego w dniach 26-27 pazdziernika 2010 roku,
wywolywala niejakie kontrowersje. Dotyczyly one gléwnie presupozycji
(jak czesto styszalam w czasie poprzedzajacym ozywione, migdzypo-
koleniowe dyskusje sesyjne) zawartych w temacie: ze ,Mlodzi” ustana-
wiaja/przyjmujg hierarchig, w ktdrej interpretacja literatury — ba, takze
dziefo samo — zostajg upodrzednione wobec rozpanoszonych bezkar-
nie teorii, marginalizujacych literature 1 jej czytanie jako istotg naszej
profesji; Zze nazwanie Teorii ,nad-interpretacjg” jest diagnozg jakiej$
przegranej teorii, jej kapitulacji, bo sugeruje, iz metodologie obsadza sig
w roli winnych ,manipulowania” tekstem artystycznym, kulturowym,
do ktérego istoty i tak nie majg one dostgpu. Méwiono tez o tym, Ze
»nasi Mlodzi” — w tym przeciez o§rodku, w ktérym tak wazne byly i sa:
teoria literatury oraz sztuka interpretacji — wyeliminowali (by¢ moze
nie$wiadomie?) z tematu konferencji przedmiot, do ktérego Teoria sie
odnosi. Wracalo echem pytanie Michala Glowinskiego: wlasciwie to
»Jak sie nazywa nasza dyscyplina?”'. Czego teorig i historig¢ badamy?

Mnie, przyznaje uczciwie, zaproponowany przez Doktorantéw te-
mat od razu ogromnie sie spodobal. Jego retoryczno$¢ (przy wszelkich
mozliwych implikacjach i prowokacjach — oczywiscie, Ze zaloZonych
w tytutlowym hasle, a odslaniajgcych si¢ w nieuchronnym procesie in-
terpretacji, jak wszystko, czego w zywiole jezyka dotknie filolog) wska-
zywala jezyczek u wagi. Mam tu na mysli: uwieloznaczniajacy dywiz

Y M. Glowinski: Jak sig nazywa nasza dyscyplina? W: tegoz: Monolog wewnetrzny
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oraz pytanie. I owo pytanie stanowilo dla mnie sedno spotkania, ktére-
go haslo wywolawcze dobrze oddawalo (a zapewne oddaje nadal) stan
filologicznej $wiadomodci ostatniego czasu. By¢ moze Doktorantom 6w
czas objawia si¢ silniej niz wieloletnim praktykom uniwersyteckich fi-
lologii, kt6rzy oswoili — kazdy na wlasny uzytek — przejécie od Teorii
do teorii (z lat dziewieédziesigtych XX wieku), a takze kariery rozmai-
tych trendéw metodologicznych, w ktérych znajdujg juz wlasne miej-
sce. To czas ,,po Eco”, skutkujacy (niekoniecznie w sposoéb uprawniony
lekturg) triumfami ,interpretacjonizmu” manifestujgcego (do)wolnoscé
czytania, a zarazem czas naznaczony ,zwrotem teoretyczmym’, wielo-
krotnie wprowadzajagcym w praktykach tekstowych hiatus pomigdzy
teoriami a interpretacjg samg, na niekorzy$¢ tej drugiej. To czas, w ktd-
rym wielu akademickich filologéw pyta o granice i tozsamo$¢ swojej
dyscypliny, bo mody i pokusy transdyscyplinarno$ci z jednej strony,
a z drugiej — niebezpieczenstwo interpretowania ,wszystkiego” (teks-
tu §wiata, §wiata-ksiegi, wszelkich tekstéw kultury...) narzedziami li-
teraturoznawczymi oraz adaptowanymi przez naszg dyscypling, prowa-
dzg niejednokrotnie do rozmywania jej profesjonalnoéci, by nie rzec:
do dyletantyzmu. Pytanie Doktorantéw bylo, i jest nadal, nazwg czasu,
w ktérym jedni marzg o dawno utraconej Teorii — (bez towarzyszga-
cych nam dzi§ watpliwosci) mogliby$émy nazywac ja ,teorig literatu-
ry” i przywrdcié jej utracong wiez z przedmiotem literaturoznawczych
wszak badari — a inni czujg wyswobodzenie ze zbyt ciasnych dla siebie
kategorii analizowania i interpretowania wylacznie w obszarze kano-
nicznych, dla tradycyjnie pojmowanej dyscypliny, metod.

Retoryczno§é tematu konferencji, przy calej jej naukowej powadze,
teraz udzielajgca tytulu niniejszej publikacji, zdata — mam to wrazenie
— egzamin we wszystkich zaplanowanych w przebiegu sesji czesciach.
Zapis wiekszoéci z nich (z wyjatkiem goécinnego wyktadu Ryszarda
Nycza pt. Teoria przed interpretacjg. O mozliwej historii literatury oraz
dyskusji po referatach — §lad tych gloséw pozostal w zredagowanych
relacjach z paneli dyskusyjnych) dobrze ukazuje zaréwno kierunki (no-
men omen) interpretacji dylematéw wewnatrz— i zewngtrzteoretycznoli-
terackich, jak i temperature dyskusji. Byta wysoka, w najlepszym tego
okre$lenia znaczeniu. Bo poreczeniem istotnodci: referatéw, przeciez
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scjentycznych, jak na badaczy w ramach szanujgcej si¢ dyscypliny
przystalo, a takze wypowiedzi panelistow (w dwoch blokach: Literatu-
voznawstwo i politycznosé oraz Sploszyc interpretacje) okazalo sie au-
tentyczne, emocjonalne zaangazowanie wystepujacych. Moze stalo sig
zatem tak, ze Teoria nad-interpretacjg? stworzyla okazje do skonfron-
towania sie, wewnatrz siebie samych i pomiedzy dyskutujacymi, z od-
czuwanymi w obszarze filologicznej profesji napieciami ostatnich lat?

W pomieszczonych w ksigzce gleboko merytorycznych artykulach
i wypowiedziach panelistéw znajduja si¢ fragmenty, dygresje niestro-
nigce od osobistego tonu, w kilku sytuacjach nawet... wyznawcze. To,
w moim odczuciu, takze cenny §lad pazdziernikowego spotkania z 2010
roku, ktére angazowalo bardzo serio wiedze: sztuke interpretacji, teo-
rie (literatury?) oraz ,cialo filologa’, na styku abstrakcyjnych rozwazan
i zZywego $wiata, zycia. Obraz ,historii teorii” w obrgbie naszej dziedzi-
ny, ich praktykowanie w réznych szkotach interpretacji wybrzmiewajg
w niniejszym tomie zywo, bo tez wiagzg si¢ bezposérednio z biografiami
niemal kazdego z autoréw tego — ponadpokoleniowego — wieloglosu.
Pozostajgc w tematyce swoich wystapien, Autorzy wyartykulowali sze-
reg pytan i diagnoz dotyczacych kondycji akademickiej polonistyki, fi-
lologii i wlasnego miejsca w dyscyplinie. Jak na temat konferencji przy-
stato, praktyka interpretacji weryfikujgc rozmaite tego teorie.
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Danuta Opacka-Walasek: Foreword 7

1. Theory in Practice

Ryszard Koziotek: The Literary Theory as a Credo 12

The author tries to show that the question about a contemporary status of literary
theory leads, inevitably, to a reflection on the personal occupational biography
and the history of the discipline itself. It is only the nexus that makes this reflec-
tion credible and leads to a methodological awareness. Contrarily to the theoreti-
cal pluralism, it turns out that social and professional function of philology is not
a matter of rational choice but an act of faith — faith in an idea of literature and in
a specific way of commenting upon literature,

Agata Wilczek:
Where a Play Ends and the Routine Begins. On the Limits of Theory 30

The origins of theory’s current hegemony lie in its challenge to the scholastic and
deadening certainties of conventional literary studies. Although those repressive
monoliths of the past have completely disappeared, the one truly healthy ortho-
doxy, secure in its authority and imperial in its practices, is today that of literary
theory. Confronted with so paradoxical a sea change, we can only conclude that
what we lost sight of, fascinated by the new possibilities, was a limit beyond which
the enterprise of theory has become the opposite of itself, The aim of the present
work is to pay attention to the need of recognition of this limit, since ignoring it
involves risk of radical transformation of theory: replacement of a free act of inter-
pretation, governed by the rule of play with meanings, randomness and unpredict-
ability, with the fanatic loyalty of disciple to master and concern about correctness
and orthodoxy of reasoning.

Ryszard Knapek:
The Culture of Professionalism, or the Proper Love of Literature 41

Either amateur, or philologist (both “etymologically loving literature”) lose their
signifiance in the culture of professionalism, which took control on the university.
Especially philologist, despite the fact he is deeply set in the institution as a protes-
sion, he is displaced by a specialist form of literary or language studies, teacher
and translator. As a pure institution (empty signifiant) he is like a theorist, man of
theory, who has the scientific tools, but lost his area of study (literature). Accord-
ing to Stanley Fish, Knapek suggests that exactly in this form of rebel without its
own place, literary studies need the theorist.
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Marta Baron: Why Should a Humanist Be Able to Count?

Contents

Three fragments of the second part of the text, based on Nietzsche, Freud and Mar).c,
describes — as the examples of theory — three oppositions inside literary studies: lie
and truth (in this order), analysis and interpretation and rhetoric and poetic.

The text is an attempt to depict a distressing feature of the Polish literary theory re-
searches — a feature that, interestingly, makes them different from the researches
abroad. This feature is lack of a reflection on the connection between economy and
literature — a reflection that goes beyond treating economy merely as a subject
of literary texts. The author suggests that one of the reasons why the economical
reflection is so unpopular in metaliterary discourse is that literary theor.y seems
to be unprofitable, which originates from the fact that we have to deal w1tb over-
production of knowledge and lack of a justifiable market that would take it. T.hls
inferiority complex seems to be the reason why in literary theory the ecgnonncal
language is being seen as “inappropriate” and, thus, ousted. The economic reﬂec-
tion, however, would be introduced into Polish literary theory by a posmvle prO).ect
of the “economy of literature” that is based on the analysis of the way in which
literature, by means of economic metaphors, talks about itself and how, by those
uneconomic metaphors, it decontructs the notions of economy.

Literary Theory and Politics [A discussion record]

The text constitutes a record of the discussion that was held during the PhD stu-
dents’ conference “The Theory over the Interpretation?” organized at the Silesian
University on the 26th of October 2010. The debaters were trying to answer t.h.e
questions about the supposed apolitical character of the science and about the politi-
cal involvement of humanities. Krystyna Klosinska answered the problems from the
perspective of feminist literary criticism and she stated that the politica.l involvement
is inherent in it. Zbigniew Kadlubek, who discussed the issues in the light of econo-
my and the political involvement of a university, claimed that politics as‘sbuch mean
“to exist in a polis”, which refers to existence based on relations. Such politics can.not
be separated from the literary theory and literary interpretation. Krzysztof FJnﬂo-
wski analyzed Stanley Fish’ arguments against the political invo]vem?r}t o'f literary
critique while Ryszard Koziolek pointed that the horizon of the‘ politics is power.
Such a depiction of a university led to a conclusion that the only force that could be
performed in the framework of an academy is the power of a better argument.

52

60

11. Theory of Interpretation

joanna So¢ko: Anarchy and Structure. Theory as the Neverending Story

Joanna Soéko tries to look at what was happening in humanities from the perspec-
tive of a new generation and concludes that according to the statements a.nnouncmg
the end or death of particular theories or ideas, and, eventually, announcing the end
of theory itself, we are suppose to experience nothingness. The aut.hor attempts to
explain what it would mean in this case and interprets the theoretical phenome.na
in the context of Michael Ende’s Neverending Story in which the world of Falltﬂ?thft
faces the danger of being engulfed by Nothing. This “being engulfed by Nothing

means to find oneself beyond the borders of what we call the truth, namely, to be-
come unreal. And since the borders of Nothing are inevitably approaching, the only
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way to escape the horror is to blur the boundary itself, and “the real” mixes with fic-
tion. The author compares this situation to the poststructural approach to theory as
literatare and sees the destruction of both, similarly to the destruction of Fantastica
and reality in Ende’s novel, as a result of this unity. Fortunately, in both cases it is not
a complete nothingness since there is a man who can create a new order and set new
limits. It is rather a state of language which can both destroy the solid meanings and
create new ones. It is, then, more likely to be called “anarchy” then “nothing” In the
following part of the essay, Joanna Socko tries to answer the question about the con-
ditions under which the new structure should be built,

Anna Malinowska: “Whatever Works. On Good and Bad Interpretation

Although the debate on the state and status of interpretation has been long present
among literary theorists, the problem of good and bad interpretation in terms of
interpretational objects, namely texts, has not been theoretically explored. Ques-
tions: what makes a text and what makes a good interpretation seem to remain un-
answered, or at least theoretically open. The paper is an analysis of text as a literary
and cultural phenomenon that aims at showing that every political, cultural, and
social act or phenomenon makes a text to be interpreted in culture. Every “record”
of culture that signifies the cultural condition of society and their cultural needs,
makes a text of an interpretational value to be explored.

Mikolaj Marcela: “Any-Thing (That) Goes*
About Infesting Weeds, Viruses and Ab-uses (of House M.D.)

In one of the episodes of House M.D. the main character diagnoses a locked-in
syndrome, an illness that is making him slip into himself. Such seclusion leads him
to cutting himself off from the world and plunging into a struggle with his own
demons. Is that not a vision of interpretation in its exegetic ideal? Contrary to dis-
crimination according to Michal Pawel Markowski, exegesis, demonic because of
its hermetism, should be contrasted with monstrous, viral or weeds infesting (ab)
use of the literature. Thanks to this perspective it seems possible to capture that the
usage functions in this opposition as a Derridian supplement of exegesis. It is an
external appendage to the fullness that inevitably penetrates to the inside, infecting
it with the external, hitched excess. Opposed to exegetic growing of inbred inter-
pretation, (over)interpretation of literature would be an opening for the exterior,
the unleashing of the monsters, self-spreading of the weeds and uncontrolled mul-
tiplying of the viruses of discursive impurity.
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Piotr Bogalecki: Mocking. From a Theory of Interpretation (of Paul Celan) 107

"The essay is an attempt to describe complex relations between theory and interpre-
tation in the light of title metaphor of mocking. Confronting the literary criticism
knowledge with challenge of “dark” and “hermetic” poems of Paul Celan, the au-
thor tries to find examples of such interpretations in which hermeneutic listening
out for Celan’s idiomatic voice goes hand in hand with solid structural analyses. The
discussions on Paul Celan. Poet, Survivor, Jew by John Felstiner, Wer bin Ich und
wer bist Du? by Hans-Georg Gadamer and Kairos. Konferencja w Todtnaubergu, Ce-
lan — Heidegger by Cezary Wodzinski lead to create an original, but not separate,
theory of interpretation as mocking the author’s literary voice as well as the voices
of critics. The theory is not polemics with above-mentioned authors — but a kind
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of (dis)continuation, in which the ethical imperative of “responsible response” theoretician. Meeting so supplemental theory with the text consti
(]. Derrida) is replaced with the esthetic idea of singing along with the others voic- . traumatic experience, which forced to redeﬁnye the sub'ect} ‘:Onit{tu;es’ howeve'r,
es, known e.g. from choral music or mockingbird’s singing. In the last parts of the ~ ctan, as well as what is reading, radically. jectivity of readerftheoreti

essay its intuitions are compared to Giorgio Agamben’s theory of parody.

Adrian Mréwka: Theory of Multiplicity. 171
That is Around the Project of Rhizomatic by Gilles Deleuze and Félix Guattari

The .text represents Gilles Deleuze and Pélix Guattari’s rhizomatic conception
coming from the second volume of Capitalism and Schizophrenia. The main point

To Frighten Interpretation [A discussion record] 127

The text constitutes a record of the discussion that was held during the PhD students’
conference “The Theory over the Interpretation?” organized at the Silesian Univer-

sity on the 27th of October 2010. The problem that the debaters were presented "L of the consideration d o .
with was the status that literary theory has (or does not have) in the humanities. ; ner of theorizin ((?nt eélj?‘:tli‘tes‘(an' atten:pt to l.ﬂtl'OdUCE an innovative man-
The other problem was the relation between the literary theory and interpretation. L research and confi 1ntro uLfe asa rhlzon}e ) that is not based on oppositions in
Wojciech Kalaga claimed the theoretical polyphony is a desirable state in humani- ; ory, which de engansoz.i iéFefgorles.bL1t mdUde.S also criticism of traditional the-
ties and that the role of the theory should be analyzed in the light of the notion of g offe:rs 2 bro oiql O; c?n. 1alectics and Juldgmelnt (introduced as a “tree”). The essay
“invention” Dariusz Pawelec represented the problem from a different angle and e syntf nitii » 1e)fect10n Fhe paradigmatic manner of ‘thinking and promotes
depicted theory as a system of oppression in relation to interpretation. Adam Dzi- 3 categori;ftions; aag © reas?mnfg_ It‘eVOIVQS methods of affirming differences (not
adek analyzed the example of Tel Quel group and concluded that the theory is use- text focuses on On ‘ba‘fc?;?tlr;g Lonttnuogs change§ (movements and flows). The
less unless it is rooted in reality and responses to some specific situations. Leszek ; politics hermeniu?l illtleio mterpretat}lo{] embroiled in structures of power and
Drong scrutinized the relations between methodology, theory and interpretation, diti AR 1 le?”es an.d es:"?enuahst perspectives of literary science. Ad-

: itionally, it refers to the conceptions invented by Michel Foucault or Rosi Braidotti

which led him to ask some questions about the academic education. Aleksander
Nawarecki, in turn, reminded the hermeneutical practices of lreneusz Opacki and
pointed that the importance of the questions about the relation between theory
and interpretation could be undermined by the priority of the text, Krzysztof
Klosinski represented the current situation as a state of interpretational inflation
based on the idiomatic character of interpretations whose polyphony, detached
from theory, cannot bring any intellectual benefit.

and explains the relations between them and the rhizomatic theory.

Marek Mikotajec:
All Hope in Agamben. Apparatuses, Profanations, Literature 186

Author presents a vision concerning the method of reading culture mentioned by the
Italian philosopher Giorgio Agamben i.a. in his two essays: In Praise ofPrafhm}I,Iion
and What is an Apparatus?. The author begins with intuitions concerning the status
of the crisis in the systems of knowledge. Then proceeds to his reflection on the

glggestions of the Italian philosopher, who seems to give guidelines on creating
ideal liberal studies and the ideal method.

I11. Theory Beyond Interpretation

Pawel Tomezok: Antihermeneutical Exorcism 144

The article discusses contemporary critics of hermeneutics. “Against interpretation”
belongs not only to Susan Sontag, but is discussed by the German literary critics:
Friedrich Kittler, Jochen Hérisch and Hans Ulrich Gumbrecht. The authors wrote
and edited works that explore another non-hermeneutical potentiality for human-
{stic: more materialist and medial than classical form of hermeneutical philology.
As a classic of this approach can be seen Walter Benjamin and his Theses on the
Philosophy of History in which we can find a materialistic paradigm of historiography.

in the text the relations between the ideas of Agamben and the universalism have
befz;l acce:ntuated..Accordmg to the philosopher, the universalism is a mission that
ridges life practice and the theoretical considerations. The author depicts the

concepts of apparatus and profanations and their use i
: ana use in anthropology, philos
and literary studies. pelegy, philosophy

Michat Ktosiriski:
“Burn the sign!” Baudrillard and Political Economy of Sign 196

‘L}/Iicha‘l Klosiriski tries to describe what is hidden underneath Baudrillard’s idea of
burning the signs” In order to depict this revolutionary thesis it is imperative to
summarize French philosophers’ thoughts on the matter of the “political econom
of the sign” and the concept of “symbolic exchange”, The article aims to show thq);
at the core of Baudrillard’s reflection lies the abandoned Saussurean discover :)f
the anagrams, which the author of Symbolic Exchange and Deailt uses to supgort

the thesis that the language of poetry is nowadays probably the last place where
the symbolic exchange of signs takes place.

Dawid Matuszek:
“Father, can’t you see P'm reading?” Blindness and Insight of Theory 155

The article constitutes the offer to include literary theory in categories of the psy-
choanalytical discourse, considering deliberations on different conceptualizations
of reading’s act. The author, departing from traditional understanding of theory as
the ordered and organizing practice’s system, notices its discursive weaknesses and
restrictions, in the face of the possibility of obtaining enjoyment of reading.

Paradoxical (because involved in methodology) the condition of the psychoana-
lytical reading enables the confrontation with its own, real lining (following Lacan
and Zizek) which devastates methodological and systematical aspiration of the

Jozef Olejniczak: Afterord 208
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Tytut Teoria nad-interpretacig? zarazem wskazuje na pewng
zmiane zachodzaca we wspolczesnym sytuowaniu obu-wymienionych
w him rodzajow filologicznych aktywnosel, jak | przywotuje dyskusje
dotyczacy interpretacii i nadinterpretaci, ktdra toczyta sie w $rodowisku
literaturoznawczym w latach 90. za sprawa ksigzki Umberta Eco.

Wisporze o granice interpretac]i teoria literatury wystepowata
wtedy raczej jako szwarccharakter, czyli zbidr twardych zasad pozwalajg-
cych odréznié odczytanie uprawnione od nieuprawnionego. Poniewaz
6wezesng dysplite wygrata nieograniczona wolnosé interpretacii,
weszli$émy w epoke interpretacjonizmu; teoria stabta, a nawet bywata
u$miercana. Dzi$ mozna powiedzied; 2e zwyciestwo interpretacjonizmu
okazato sie pyrrusowe, gdyz rozplenione, zindywidualizowane sposoby
czytania literatury sg na pewnym poziomie réwno-nie-wazne,

W tej sytuacji, autorki i-autorzy tomu zaproponowali niezwykle
ciekawy eksperyment, ktdry mozna okredli¢ nastepujgco — powtdrzmy
spor z lat 90., obsadzajac nieoczekiwanie teorie w roli nadinterpretacii,
Przyniosto to znakomite skutki intelektualne, gdyz teoria widziana
jako nadinterpretacja stata sie dziataniem naprawde inwencyjnhym,

a zarazem interwencyjnym, bo, poprzez nieuprawnione ingerencje
w $wiat interpretacjonizmu, zdolnym do catkiem nowego okreslenia
samej interpretacji. Dzieki nielicencjonowanym naduzyciom teoretycznym,
motzliwe staje sie wreszcie naprawde odmienne niz dotad usytuowanie
problematyk hermeneutycznych. Caty tom pozwala zda¢ sobie sprawe
z licznych rewelatorskich efektéw tego projektu.

Teoria literatury postrzegana tak jak w tej ksigzce jest dziedzing
$wiadomie wybieranej, z determinacjq i odwaga intelektualng uprawianej
nadinterpretacji, ktéra ma szansg przeorientowa¢ przebieg wszelkich
wspdtczesnych praktyk hermeneutycznych. Wielo$¢ zgtoszonych

w ksigzce propozycji teoretycznych, krytyczne oméwienie licznych mato
znanych w Polsce koncepcji, intrygujace réznice zdan i napiecia, jakie
pojawiajg sie miedzy autorkami i autorami tomu, wyraine poczucie
SWspotczesnosci” problematyki teoretycznej, jej zywy zwigzek

z rzeczywistosciami pozafilologicznymi decydujg o wartosci
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