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TEOPNIJATAOCTAHYBA BOJTIEBOTO

KOH 360pHMKOT TekcTtoBu LLUITO e neBo of Teopunjata? Hos
Tpy4 3a monuMTMKaTa Ha KHUXeBHaTa Teopwja“, yp. Llyaut
batnep, v gp., Routledge, 2000.

60pHMKOT TekcToBu LLLUTO e neBo og Teopujara?
HoB Tpypg 3a nonutukaTa Ha KHWKeBHaTa Teopuja“

€ 3a0KpYyXyBatbe Ha MUCTOMMEHaTa pefoBHA roAulHA KOHge-

peHuuja ofpXaHa BO opraHm3aumja Ha AHIIMCKMOT UHCTUTYT
Bo CAL. N360poT Ha TemaTta nexu Bo pebaTaTa 3a NOAUTU-
KaTa Ha TeopwujaTa, LTO NOCNefHUTE HEKOJIKY roAuvHN ce BOAn
BO KHWXeBHUTe cTtyaun. Cnopepf ypefHuumnte Ha 360pHUKOT
oBaa febaTa ce ywTe Hema pacyMcTeHO CO OCHOBHUTE TepMU-
HM Ha Teopujata M nonuTukaTta. Teopujata yecTonatu ce cee-
[lyBa Ha npeTtecHata pamMkKa Ha NOCTCTPYKTypanu3am, nako
oBaa CcTpyja He e eguHeyHa. [OKONKy Teopujata ce ccartu
Kako obuyeH hopMasIMCTUYKM MPUPaYHUK, BO KOj 3Hauerata
Ha TEKCTOT ce KOHCTpyupaaTt asTopediepeHunjanHo, Torawl
Cce UCKy4yyBa MOMTUYHOCTa Ha Teopujata, bugejkn Kora Hema
ynaTeHOCT KOH KOHTEKCTOT, HemMa HW nonutuka. Hopmute Ha
hpaHLyCKMOT MOCTCTPYKTYpanmn3am [eHec ce PEKOHTEKCTY-
anusvpaart BO AenaTa Ha akajeMCKuTe aBTopu Ha nesuuaTta:
EpHecTto Jlakno, Xomn Baba, Cnueak, Apycuna Kopen, Tepesa
[e NaypeTtnc, Kon nako ganeky of n3sopHata MapKCUCTUUKa
Tpaguumja, BO CBOMTE UCTpakyBaka Ce 3ajpXXyBaaT Ha npa-
Wwaara 3a pacara, KOJ/IOHWja/IM3MOT, CeKcyasiHocTa U poforT.
360pHUKOT UMa Len ga ja npevcnura noamtuyHocTa Ha (noct-
CTPYKTypanuctuykaTa) Teopujata M HauynHWTe Ha npenneTy-
Bake Ha KHWKEBHUTE CTyAuW CO MOSIMTUYKO MUC/IEHE Ha fe-
BuLaTa. ABTopuTe M 0AbMBaaT CNPOTUBCTABEHUTE CTOjaULL-
Ta - AeKa CeKoj TeKCT € aBTOHOMEH W HeTpaHCMOHWpaH BO
ApYyr TN TEKCTOBMW, U AeKa pedepeHuMjanHaTta U Tematckara
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Towards What's Left Of Theory? New Work on the Politics of
Literary Theory, ed. Judith Butler, et.al., New York and London:
Routledge, 2000.

==his collection of texts rounds off the annual confer
ence bearing the same name organized by the En-

choice of the conference subject in the debate going on in the
past few years, on the politics of theory in terms of Literature
Studies. However, the authors feel that basic terms, theory and
politics have not been cleared yet. According to them, the theory
oftentimes boils down to poststructuralism, which is too narrow
a frame, and this is not a single phenomenon. On the other
hand, there are opinions that theory is a plain formalistic guide-
book, with which the text reveals its lore, usually autoreferentially.
These opinions exclude the political nature of theory, for if there
is no initiation into the context, there is no politics. Today au-
thors like Ernesto Laclau, Homi Bhabha, Spivak, Drucilla Cornell,
Theresa de Lauretis, are recontextualising the norms of the
French poststructuralism with their research into the issues of
race, colonialism, sexuality and gender. This situates them in
the framework of the left academic discourse, although this is
far from the roots of the Marxist tradition. According to the au-
thors, the goal of this collection is to see how the issue of the
political nature of (poststructuralistic) theory is posed and to
present the ways in which literature studies continue to blend
with left political thinking. They reject the contrary, pure view-
points: one, that every text is autonomous and cannot be trans-
posed in a different type of texts, and two, that referential and
thematic criticism is all that theory should deal with. They use
the ambivalence of the word “left” in posing the questions: does

glish Institute in the USA. The authors find the motives for t
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KpUTUKa ce rnaBHW ynopuwTta Ha Teopujata. [Npeky ABO3Hau-
HocTa Ha 36opoT “left” (neBo, octaHato) Tve npeucnuTyBaaT
ABe npawara: fany noMTUYKM NPOHMKHATATa KHUXEeBHa aHa-
Nun3a ja octaBa 3af cebe Teopwujata, M fanu Ha TOj HaYUH
nuTepaTtypaTta ocTaHyBa nuTepaTtypa? 360pHUMKOT Hema am-
bvumjata fa page gerHUTMBEH OAroBOP Ha OBME Mpallama,
a BO YecTO CMpoOTMBCTaBEHUTE TEKCTOBW, Ha HeBOOOWYAaEH
HauyuMH ce KopucTaTt TepMmuHuUTe ,Teopwuja“, ,nesuua“ n ,aute-
patypa“.

MomecTeH Ha KpajoT of 360pHMKOT, TeKCToT ,Jlute-
papHOTO BO TeopwujaTa“ Ha LloHaTaH Kanep objacHyBa geka
KHUrata uma rnovHakBa cTpareruja of cMMNo3vymot. 3a yu-
TaTennTe e Hajgobpo NpuMKasoT Ha KHUrata ga 3arno4vHe co
0BOj TEKCT: BO HEro ce fafeHn HeONnXoAHWTe UCTOPUCKU PamKu
3a cuTyuparbe Ha m3narawara Ha yYyecHUUMTe, OTU TOj TEeKCT
e nomasiky ekcnivkKaTuBeH, a MoBeKe MeTaTeopucku. Kanep
CBOjOT Mperneg ro 3anoyHyBa CO LieeceTTuTe roAvHU U CTPyK-
TypasiM3mMoT, Kora fuTepartypara 6una npvsuaervpaHa Bo of-
HOC Ha gpyrute HayydyHu gucumnavHui. Kako cpx Ha ja3ukoT
nutepatyparta ce cMeTasla 3a LeHTpasiHa 1 BO 13pas3yBareTo,
N BO NPOYyYyBaHh-eTO Ha pa3HW XMBOTHWU acnektu. Teopwujata
6una kaydy 3a gpyrute gucumnavHy - 6una npeokynupaHa co
yTBpAYyBakeTo Ha /inTepapHoTo (kaj JakobCcOH HapeuyeHa no-
eTcka (UyHKUMja) Kako 4YMUCT, BeYeH amajiram Ha TekcToT. pwu-
Ka30T MpPoAoJIXyBa CO CNpoTMBHATa TEeHAEHLUMja, aHTUTeopu-
jata Ha Hen n beH Majknc, 3a KoM TEOPUCKUTE aprymeHTu
HemMaaT KOHCEKBEHLM BO OAHOC Ha KHWXEBHOCTA, C/eACTBEHO
Teopujata Tpeba ga ce ykuHe. ocT-Teopujata LWITO cnegu ja
cornegysa anopeTuyHoCcTa M Ha aHTu-TeopujaTa, U Ha Teo-
puckata nosuuuja, na ce 3anara 3a HanywTakwe Ha Teneoso-
rMyHocTa 1 ToTanuTapHocTa Ha cute lonemu Teopuun. Kanep
ja enabopupa BpefHOCTa Ha nuTepaTtyparta 3a feHelHuTe
TEeopun Ha uaeHTUTeToT (paca, Nos, Knaca) 3awTo e nosHa
CO UMMANUUTHU MOAenu 3a Toa Kako ce hopmupa npeHTu-
TeToT. TOj ja cornegyBa AeHelHaTa Mno3uumja Ha KHUXEB-
HOCTa He caMO Kako M3BOp Ha TeMn 3a TEOPWUCKO MPOMUCHY-
Bake, TYKY W Kao Teopuja cama no cebe. Kanep ro 3aspLuysa
ecejoT cornacyBajkm ce co cTojanuwTeTo Ha [ejsng CumeoH
JeKa nako nutepartypata He € UeHTpasiHa BO OJHOC Ha Hay-
KUTe, Hej3anHuTe cneuudmkn, npes ce HapaTtUBHOCTA, aHer-
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politically imbued literary analysis leave theory behind and, with
that, does literature remain what it is? However, it is not the
ambition of the collection to give definite answers. They focus
much more on presenting texts, many of them even with con-
trary positions, but always ones that use the terms “theory”,
“left” and “literature” in an unusual manner.

When editing the collection, the authors decided on a
different strategy from the one at the symposium: Jonathan
Caller’s introductory test “The Literary in Theory” is at the end
of the collection. The readers may still want to start with that text
because the indispensable historical dimensions of this issue
are given there, which will make it easier to understand the ex-
positions of the other participants, since their texts are more
explicative and less metatheoretical. Culler starts his review in
the sixties when he was initiated into the area and governed by
structuralism. At the time, compared to other scientific disci-
plines, literature was privileged. This is because it is the es-
sence of language, and language, according to structuralists, is
vital for expression, but also for the investigation of various as-
pects of life. Theory was the key to all other disciplines and was
preoccupied with establishing literature, that pure, eternal amal-
gam, in every single text, or with what Jakobson calls the poetic
function. Culler then shows the opposite tendency, the antitheory
of Knapp and Benn Michaels who believed that theoretical argu-
ments have no consequences in terms of literature and that
theory should thus be abolished. Next is post-theory, which per-
ceives the aporial nature of antitheory, being a theory itself -
and yet it strives to abandon the teleology and totalitarianism of
all Great theories. He further elaborates the value of literature
for today’s identity theories (race, gender, class) since it is full
of implicit models how to form and identify. He sees literature’s
position today not only as a source of themes for theoretical
contemplation but also as a theory in and of itself. Finally, Culler
ends his essay agreeing with David Simpson’s opinion that al-
though today literature is not central to sciences, its specifics,
narration above all, anecdotes, subjectivization - are basic models
in which sciences organize their scientific material.
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[OTHOCTa, cy6jekTuBauujata, AeHec ce OCHOBHM MOAenu Crno-
pef Kou HaykuTe To opraHu3upaat CBOjOT Hay4deH matepuja.

Bo TekcToT ,0Of CTaHOT Ha XejBepcToK Xun fo ame-
pukaHckaTa yuunHuua“ lajatpu Yakpasoptu CnvBak gasa
CBOEe BMAyBarte Ha COBpPEMeHWTe TeKOBU Ha (DUHAHCUCKMOT
KanuTtan. Taa rM npoHaora anopuute, 3abnyamte nU HeoOpX-
NIMBMTE NO3WUUM Ha TEOPUCKUTE NPOMUCyBarwa U NpakTU4HMU
JejcTByBaka Ha ogpefeHn neBwn ABMXera. Taa MoWHe fae-
Ta/IHO YKaXKyBa Ha nojasBa Ha T.H. 3anafieH mMapkcusam, 3apajm
norpellHaTa MHTepnpeTauuja Ha aHrIMCKMOT npesoj Ha EH-
renc Ha Mapk-coBuoT ,KanutanoTt®, npu WTO ce u3egHayune
TPYZOT M MOKTa Ha TpyAoT, U BO NOMMOT Ha BpedHOCTa He ce
CUHTEeTU3Mpasne ynotpebHata U pasmeHckara BpefgHocT. Ena-
6opvpajkn M Kapak-TepucTUKMTe Ha rnobanusaumjaTa, co3s-
JaBajeHn (PUHAHCUCKMOT Kanutan u of, HecooABeTHOCTa Ha
HEKOW HeroBu MpakTuky, Taa objacHyBa Kako fgoara [o CO3-
JaBatbe MOBPLUHU MPOMEHN BO peamcTpubyuunjata Ha gobparta
M 3allTMTata Ha XMBOTHaTa cpefvHa. CnvBak cmeTa geka
Ha AeHeLHNOT Mapkcusam My Tpeba MHOry noBeke of Mella-
HMLA Ha YOBEKOBW MNpaBa M eKkoHoMWja, My Tpeba eTuyka npak-
TUKa ONMLETBOPEHA BO rpuxarta 3a ApYrnoT Kako rpuxka 3a
cebe. lMpuoputeT Tpeba fa vmaat OHMe WTO 3arybune BO
Kanutanuctmykata 6uUTKa, a KanutanoT Ha noedukaceH u
NOCYLITUHCKM HaumH Tpeba fa ce CBPTM KOH couumjasiHOTO.
Toa nogpasbupa HanywTawe Ha TesieoNoWwKoTo 1 ypbaHoTo
M CBPTYBake KOH PypasIHOTO, KOH HejenunBocTa Ha YOBEKOT
N 3emjata, Ha Cyb6jeKTOT u 06jeKTOT.

LleHeT Xejnan BO CBOjOT TEKCT ,MICTO KakKo pacHuTe
aprymeHTn“ ro pasriegysa CyAupoT Mery pacHUTE W CeKcy-
anHnTe ABWKeHa 3a YoBeKOBM npaBa. O6MAOT Ha rej akTu-
BUCTUTE fa M ocTBapar CBOUTe npasBa MOBUKYBajKuM ce Ha
pacHuTe npasa BO AMepuKa, KOW BO rosiemMa Mepka ce OCTBa-
peHW, e BO KOHTPaCT CO OTMOPOT Ha LipHeYKuTe BoJaun da ce
naeHTuurKyBaaT co Xxomocekcyanuurte. VMlako cmerta geka
npailasara Ha pacarta M CekcyasiHoCTa Ce WCNpersieTeHu, u
Jeka Tpeba fa ce 6uge npeTnasnineB KOH CUTE MOWUCTOBETY-
Bakba, Taa ce obuaysa Aa M AEKOHCTPyMpa KOXepeHTUCTWY-
KUTe Teopuu cnopeg Kow, rpynata u UWAEHTUTETOT Ce KOM-
NakTHU WM yHUAOPMHK. [laBajku MHOrybpojHU npumepn Kora
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In her text “From Haverstock Hill Flat to Classroom”,
Gayatri Chakrayorty Spivak gives her view on the contempo-
rary flow of financial capital, finding the aporias, the miscon-
ceptions and the fallacies in theoretical contemplation and prac-
tical actions of certain left movements as well. At first, she points
out in great detail to the wrong interpretation of Marx’s Capital in
Engels’ English translation, which lead to the emergence of the
so-called Western Marxism. It is characterized by equaling labour
with power of labour and the failure to incorporate the terms use
value and exchange value in the term value. Then, she further
elaborates on the characteristics of globalization, caused by
financial capital and the ineptitude of some of its practices. She
said it created only superficial, not essential, changes in terms
of the redistribution of goods or the protection of the environ-
ment. She feels that Marxism today needs more than a mix of
human rights and economy - it needs ethical practices, embod-
ied in caring for the other like for oneself. Priority should be
given to those who have lost the capitalistic battle. Also, capital
should focus on the social, but in a way that is more effective
and fundamental - this will be the abandonment of the urban
teleological and turning towards the rural, towards not making a
division between man and earth, the subject and the object.

In “Like Race Arguments”, Janet Halley looks into the clash
between racial and sexual human rights movements - the attempt
of the gay activists to exercise their rights calling back the analogy
with the largely exercised racial rights in America - and the resis-
tance of the African-American leaders who refuse to be identified
with the homosexuals. She supports the view that racial and sexual
issues are interlaced, complex and that, for those reasons, one
should beware of uniformity. Simultaneously she deconstructs theo-
ries of coherency that see the group and the identity as compact
and uniform. She gives numerous examples when an individual,
due to his specificity, gives up the loyalty to the group, touching
upon the issue of talking in somebody else’s name.
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eAnHKaTa nopagu csojata cneumuyHocT oTctanyesa o4 fo-
janHocTa KOH rpynata, Taa efjHOBpeMeHO ro npobremarusupa
npaBoTo ga ce 36opyeBa BO TyfO uwme.

Majkn BopHep BO TEKCTOT ,30HM Ha NPUBATHOCT" Kpu-
TWYKM ja NpocnefyBa ogjiykata Ha rpafoHadvanHukoT Ha Hby-
jopk Pygnond LlynvjaHn pa ru 3atBopu rej n ctpuntus 6apo-
BUTE, MOPHOTEKUTE, Tej KHMKapHUUUTE U C/N. BO UMe Ha 3all-
TMTata Ha npveatHocTa. BopHep TemenHo obpas3noxysa Aeka
oBaa MonuTUKa e AUKTUpaHa of, Na3apHUOT KanuTasa Koj Co3-
JafaBa yHUdopmMupaHu noTpollysBayn co ctaHfapausvpaHu
b6aparwa. Toa goBegyBa A0 YHULITYBake Ha jaBHaTa CeKcy-
anHa Kyntypa Ha nesbowu/rej apmxewarta, a ce dgopcmpa Mo-
HOramMHVOT MHTUMEH XMBOT. YKaXKyBajKn Ha BaXKHOCTa o[, jaB-
Ha ceKcyasiHa Kyntypa 1 NnpuMBaTHOTO CEKCyaslHO odhopMyBa-
e, BopHep ja oTBopa gebatarta 3a O4HOCOT MpuBaTHO/jaBHO.
Hekoun cekcyasnHu NpakTUKW Mako ce jaBHW, Ce oABMBaaT BO
CTpoOro 3aTBopeHu Kpyrosu. Toj v nobmBa TBpAerata geka
jaBHaTa cekcyanHa Kyntypa e XuB pu3nyHa, 3aluTo HeKou of
dopmunTe (Nun woya, KUHOMpUKaxyBakwe, mactypbauuja,
CTpMNTM3) ce oABMBaaT 6e3 KOHTaKT CO napTHep.

LloH BpeHkmMaH BO TEKCTOT ,EKCTpeMHa Kputuka“ rm
UCTpaxkyBa OAHOCUTE Mefy KHWKEBHUTE CTyauu U NOoAuTuKa-
Ta. Mlako BO MuHaTWTe ABa Beka MJ040TBOPHMU, TWe O4HOCU
ce cera npekuvHatn. Heoppxnusocta e nogenbdara Ha cop-
ManmMcTnuyka u Hedopmannctuyka Kputuka, cMeta TOj, TBp-
OejKn peka gpopmarta e BakHa 3a MaTepujasiHMOT M3pa3s Ha
0enoTo, a ecTeTCKOTO UCKYCTBO Ha hopmMata € BaXHOo 3a
COLMO-NOMNTUYKNTE MPaKTUKU KOW ja 06/MKyBaaT jaBHaTa
cthepa. [leHelwHUTe nCTpaxkyBarwa Ha pPoaoT, pacara W Kna-
cata, cmeTa TOj, ja 3anoctasyBaart hopmara.

Majkn Bepybe BO TEKCTOT ,BpakaweTo Ha peam3amoT
N MaHMHATa Ha KOHTMHreHTHocTa" ja enabopupa aHTUyHAa-
MeHTanmMcTuykKaTa Teopuja Koja NnoBeKke He M MoTKpenysa npo-
rPECUBHUTE MOMUTUYKN ABWXKEH,a, amy ce Tue NpuumHa, ce
noBeKe MHTeNeKTyanuu aa ce BpakaaT KOH NMPOCBETUTESNICKUTE
BPEAHOCTH.
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Michael Warner, in his “Zones of Privacy”, critically ana-
lyzes New York mayor Rudolph Giuliani's decision to close strip-
tease bars, porno video stores, gay bookstores etc. in the name
of protection of privacy. Warner thoroughly expounds that this
policy is dictated by the market capital wishing to create uni-
formed buyers with standardizes norms. Those are the reasons
to destroy the public sexual culture of the gay/lesbian move-
ments, and force monogamous private life. Warner points out
the importance public sexual culture has on any private sexual
forming, and notes the many contradictions in the private/public
relation. Although public, some sexual practices take place in
strictly closed circles. He refutes the view that public sexual
culture is at a great risk from HIV, since some of its forms (peep
shows, cinemas, masturbation, striptease) involve no partner
contact.

John Brenkman explores the relations between literary
studies and politics in his “Extreme criticism”. He thinks those
relations have been fruitful in the past two centuries, but now
are disconnected. He notes the unreasonable division in formal-
ist and nonformalist criticism, claiming form is important for the
material expression of the work, while the aesthetic experience
of the form is important for the sociopolitical practices, which
form the public sphere. Brenkman feels that current gender,
race and class research neglects form.

In his “The Return to Realism and the Future of Contin-
gency”, Michael Berube elaborates that today antifundamentalist
theory does not support the progressive political movements and
that, for those reasons, more and more intellectuals are going
back to the values of the Enlightenment.
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Bununjam KoHonn BO TEKCTOT ,BpakaweTo Ha ceky-
NapHOTO BO Moga“ 6apa NOBTOpPHA aHMMauuja Ha ceKkynapusmMoT
KOj BO MpPECpeT Ha HOBUTE PESINTUCKW, eTUYKW, POLOBHU U
cekcyanHu pas/iMku M ucupnen BpefHOCTUTE LITO NPOu3-
nerne og XpUCTWjaHCTBOTO, AaBajky npukas Ha puao3od-
CKUTe pasmucriiyBama LTO Me CnyxaT Ha oBaa 3aoxba.

Bo TekcToT ,lMpoTectaHTCKaTa eTuka M AyXOT Ha aHo-
pekcujata“ Llech HyHokaBa ja enabopupa xomocekcyanHocTa
Ha Ockap Bajna, He kako MaoA Ha UMHTMMHaTa adekTauuja,
TYKYy Kako HeroBo OTpfiae Ha KaHOHWTE Ha MpoTecTaHT-
ckaTa eTuka. Toj rv foBefyBa BO TeCHa Bpeka CTaBOBMTE Ha
Bajng o yTONUCTUYKMOT TeKcT Jylata Ha YOBEKOT BO CO-
unjann3moT”, co AeeceHunjaIMCTUYKUTE CTaBOBM BO POMaHOT
~Cnukata Ha JopwvjaH pej”.
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William Connolly’s “Refashioning of the Secular” seeks
a renewed animation of secularism, which has lost its Christian
values in the face of the new religious, ethical, gender or sexual
differences. With that in mind, he presents a review of the philo-
sophical ideas that can serve the purpose.

In the text “The Protestant Ethics and the Spirit of Anor-
exia”, Jeff Nunokawa elaborates that Oscar Wilde’s homosexu-
ality was not a result of his intimate preference but his rejection
of the canons of Protestant ethics He discusses Wilde's atti-
tudes in his utopian text “The Soul of Man Under Socialism”,
convergent to the de-essentialist attitudes present in the novel
“The Picture of Dorian Gray.”

Translation: Sase Tasev



