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RESUMD

Eaetan dissertacio tem como objetivo idnvestigar 5
queshio da verdade nzas versdes de Nathaniel Hawthorne & John
Lpdike para o spisddio "the scarlet letter': The Scarlet
lLetter, A Month of Sundays, Roger’'s Version & §. .

Supondo-se gue de Hawthorne a Updike (do século XIX ao
seculo XX 3 houve uma evolucio no conceito de verdade, =
qual  pode ser vists como consequéncia de oumaz mudanga ao
conceito de leitor, decidiu-se concentvar ﬁsp%aial atencio
na atitude dos “leitoves/narvvadores' em velagin & verdade en
cada um dos quatro vomances.

0 tgrmo leitor/narvador vefere-se a0 tipo ds leitor
que  deixouw sua posigdo de mero observador para vealmente
atuar no processo de producio de significado, ou seja, o
leitor para guem = leitura ¢ uma atividade oriativa gus
inclul escrever ou narvar.

0 primeivo capitulo desta dissertacio caracteriza este
"leitor acriativo" 2 traga a svoluclo dests novo conceito
através da discussio das teovias de Wolfgang Iser, Horman
Holland & Roland Barthes sobvre a experiénoia da leitura.

s quatvro capitulos gus s8  seguem, =npresentam  os
narvadores de Hawthorne e lUpdike como leitoves/navvadores
semi-criativos (Iserv) @ criativos  (Holland =2 Barthes)
vespectivamente, oferecendo  ums  descrigio  detalhada o
compovtamento  destes. HNestes capitulos, fica colaro gue,

engquanto  am Hawthorne os leitoves/narvadores ndo somente



apresentam-se fortemente comprometidos ocom a3 wverdade mas
também  wmoveditam s podem  alcangda-la, sm bpdike os
leitoves/navradoves nfo chegam % wverdade & nem  desejam
Aproximar-se dela.

& conclusio chama atencio pava o fato de gque, tendo
migrado da  passividade para a  agdo, o leitor/navrador
mevaulhow no tervitdvieo da ambiguidade 2 nBo mals cspera
alcangar a "verdade absolutaY. Aquele leitov/narvador com um
forts compromisso com a verdade, apoiado pzlas atmosfera de
certeza do século XIX, transformou-se &m um leitov/narrvador
condenado 2 viver aprisionado nn linguzagem s privadeo dz

qual quer acesso & vevrdads Tinal & & cevieza.

Vi
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"Thers is no invention {in the sense of discovery)
without invention (in the of creat
Hitlis Miller

. .
RO R B




Reviswing

with  more  bhan

apparent

Wi i ETEn

Scarliet

Authors

ahout Yhe Scarliet Letter. Critis

Tu o most

Letter:

fFor e

IHTROBUCTION

A hundeed sears of oeitio

sagd pauss.  From 1ES56

i HNorton Critical Edition

amiple, mad provide an idea of

the workers in The Scarlet Letter industry in

Guiant it

agriaginal iba,

Scarliet

numbsr

«
[0,

seem 6

Ll

Letter

o f

be inte

giscussion of Ha

Th

in The

Ly

L Er

Scarlet

publication. In

Letter .

Lhemns

L .
CritoioE

Heshee

Prunne

@il #®

absolves

CHT LR

= the &

condasmnation o absolution of the

Prunng !

For e

ar e of

Misat ey

the bra

Rl I

however . doss not neoe

and in the case of the subensd

this proves o be agite Trus.

g on Hawbhorne s T

isim

O

e i fone

@l

the

@l

ol

Titerature on The Scarlet Letier means

an M

a ot

Eiaht

st

v Titerat

ER

of

deal ing

awthorne s

has  bheen

fimer ican

Civine of
MERFE .
aipal ity or
e on The

i iR K

ailty  and

ohyeerve that most critics of The Scarliet Letter

&

rested in intererstations that

wihorne s text in terms of mo
nood Hawbhorne s oritics with

Letter date back to the

some sgarly reviews and oritic

ibhle to Find  war

alreadd poss

}..

FEme i adultervy and e

on ong side a arour of oritl

sinful

}..

AE R VIO

Fomant o

From ke auwilty;  and wiaht

nacendentalists act azs mediat

3

ol

=i

WEFW O MERE

iat

FEF i R |

Taws .

foars on

o &

VERETRL I Ons

it fu

£

oy Dimmesdale

im ¢

Iy

o

ANCHT P E

e

nsrs and saints

of its

fam on The Scariet

The same
ares  the

o ine .

condemnes Hesber

i O

af w0

T En

o lai

is neither 3 sinner nor 8 Yirtuous woman, IR

the  obhar

wh (1ove

These

mina tha

AR




who has mansaed o teanscend both love and morasl values,
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The Scarlet letter

Sundauys (1974, Roaer 's Version (1984}, andg S. (L98E) which are

fwent isth-cenburd versions of Hawthorne = The Scarlet Lebtter Lold

=, Hoogsr

fur oy Brbmw

fyed ach oone of its main ohas

o Frunne. This study ains bo discoiss fhe

Chillinaworth, angd M

o otruth it is merceived b

aipEEn fon o f

Mawthorne and Uedike., Their wversions of

citute partiouliarly

gipisode, T beliswe, oons

R Ll SO

this kind of ress

truth i

Gentral Lo omd invest iaat ion of the o

2t

aaiet ion Dhat from the ninet

Hawbhorne and Updike is fhe
o the twentieth century the concert of btroth has  undercons =

thie behavior of  Hawbhorne s

At changs, The analys

sianific
v doo

ardl Hedike s marEators can heler  mrovide soee specific

Lions AR R

itnformat ton about this  evolubion. Two

Fundamental in this analasis: LY fre Hawbhorne s and  Updike s

narrators concesrned with Lruth when  approaschinag the scarlet

Tetter  seiasnde?; andg 2 IF thea are. do fhew Finally

et to bthe brus facts in the

Towould sav that fthe answer is

fis to bhe First

narrators are, bub Uedike s definitely are nob.

Hawthorne
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While Hawbhorns s narrators are intsrested in fellinag 2

fhat tooks Tike trubh - a kind of behavior That surely points

toyoa osbronag ocommitmeEnt bo tratho e edike 's narrators pref

move  toward the muliiplication of Hawbhorne s sinale realibty and

awad From troubth b constructins 2 number of stories, which they

AT L Final solutions.

as possibilitie

nffer their

Concerning the far il Tion., I owounld that Hawthorne =

narvators nob oy Tona For  fruth, hut believe thed have

AR Dl el Rt in Findinag it ik NRFTE 5 it her

WO about ftruth nor Finallu oot Mu murn in this

sty it oshow bthat therse iz a

bruth in MHawbthorne

of the Lruth in lodike. Hawt horne

and @ dismis

Therentiary

Tonmaina Foapr Truth the  sgppord of et ey

certainty Uedike writes in a century of erofound uncertainty and
be oawars of the Facth that 1% is now wvery hard fo give his  last

Hawthorne s and

word about what fa Drus and what b

Hodike s

RNl

readers/narrabors,

s S Rar e at

The reanders of this dissertation will nobtice fthat here the

. ni

wiil-defined FTlauwrss of bthe e

and of The narra have
mirk side by side to Fforwm the dual fiaures of the readersnarrator.

In this studw, Mawbthorne s and Updike = narrators will be viewed

sraSarrators., fhat s, o oRohive  readers, That ot h

are affected by The btext

fs Far oas I o know, the word readermarrator has  never  been




vsed by anw literara theorist before. But zmitthouah I belisve its

coinaags bo be mine, T hawve o admid that the idean of takina

wreiters oF narrators as readers and Shelr storics as the btexbs or

readinas they produces s o noveloy at all.  Roland “thes, when

as @ productivita in "Text., Discourse Taeoloaw,”

sing the

3 - )

callks aboub readers and eproducers working side by zide: e T

1Sewethe vera theatre of a produchion where the producer and  the

reader of  the texh mest. {21y and Hobert

ment ion anobther examele of some oritics’ belief in the ssistenoes

ol relationshis bhelws ders and produc

[
i

o B S g o

article Do Readers Make Meanina?' arouss At bthe  proce

Wit inag fand here [ owould riskh saging the proo of  narratinag)

i in ono o wax o be understood as antithetical to the proce

" & -, 0, g 00
The wverdy

read g fFor 1 F oo g

wir ik ing...inciudes readina.’

Finaliy, it e also important o renark th

creates suchkh  a bterm has arisen not onlys From bthe fact that The

word  readerSnarrator s oserd much related to the prodoaction of

textual mEan ing, but mainiy from the wish o suabbla fturne in mu

audience  to another Fundamental as T

sipmipt ion in this sbady:

and Uedike s readers/narrators

distinct attitudes

o truth must be as o8 result of & shift in the oconcept  of

reader narrabor.,

G From Passivensss to Action: the Evolution of the Conoept ot

Reader ANarrator

ITF there has really been a shifh in the notion of truth from



the ninsteenth o the fwenbieth cenbard (From  Hawthorne o

g ilem Phis bts surslys related To the fact fthat there has  also

# Chanas in fhe soncenrh o f der Snarratb or .

SANAFFRT oS B, in different dear inviolved in oo gue

For  wmeanina and  fruthi @il it e onlis b amining  the

prablematic Lion of m That  wie  will N R

characterize an evolubtion in the concept of reader/narvratbor.

Literard oritios, who also happen to be vers much concerned

with meaninag and frath - fthedy are, after all., readers/narrators

- hawe o s ST . It all

breainsg with  the esmerasnce of the conceet of  meaning  as &

Fundamental instrument in Titerary theords. &3 Stein Maugaon Qlase

obhserves in - The Meanina of & Literaery Work™ D Tin the last half

CEMDUE Y e o Dhe conoceet of meaning has snerasd as oa tool nob omers

i the lTitersrda anaivsis of words and sentences. but it has also

i

coonE Ty e usmed with referencs bto lTiterasrys works  bthem

Tocut ions like “The meaninag of & posm, the meanina of fhe

work D Teosbio and ‘literars meaninag’ have appear in

the foraulation of

e

wntral problems in literard  theora. (&3

fizize ] this strong connection betwesn the word meaning

g fhe  world of literserw  theord has oreated 5 lob o

.

i

disaarsement among Dheor i has anined some stronag opponents

as well as defendera. Alithoual 1 do not intend fo ac into bthe

EE- LI

sion of the friends and snemies of hermenesubics, I think

fThat fthe name of E.D. . dEe o dis worth mentioninag. Hivsch s

=t thouah v oof Tthe meanina of the

Pivs

i {(hernenesut joal awakened the raae of ssveral
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critiocs, teading  many of fthem Yo seend some Dime dreaminag of =2

wad of "pultinag the vua From under Mirsch s feet.

amining and  sraing

srard btheorists have not given ue

about  the

ninag; the discussion, FUOWEYEF s

cion of me

toon miaration of

certainly evolved. The svolut ion

Former theor i

meaning  From
particular the Mew Dritics. believed meaning existed only in The

being simel«  bo  disgover

S the function of  the

@i,

passivels this ponse Critics believe meaning

g

i opart. in the

partiall4  transferrina o the reader  the responsibiliivy For

want to pob oan o the New

procdus ing

Crivtical beligd in the obligctivity of the text. flong with these

cEitios, B0 new tupe of reader comes on the sosnes o olad oA

hual-meganinal the

different role in the vrocess of producinag i

weel T~bekhaved reader pr Form

assiveld watoh the Text

. ey g

ior, is now able to elasy fthe part of a ‘readersnaerrator.” He

Becomss, in this was, an acthive participant in cpa b emean i ng

busingss.

This new tups of  reader. the “readersnarrator., will

oF brage

whole g

i
e
e
-

natural i Tead o om orevision of

mEAN inadg {ihe gusstion of frathy in the text. Mow a property of

i Fferent

Ralig (difFferent who will

i

. bruth can no lonasy e one, bubt has bto be mand.

and not of tes

But fthis migration of meaning did not come Plw In Fact.

tooach ive reader  was  aradoal and

the evolution From passive

problemat ic. Wolfaasnag a1, with some verd

mi b attacks =maninst the

anaumiet iong of  HNew




Criticism. The wav ke is described bw Iser,. this reader/navreator

=zl Fillu

whio can never be  oonsic

s bt o=
responsible For  the eproduaction of  testuaal mEaning. In hisg

ciaims  Tha e

phenomeno ooy

Ffrom an interaction bhetwes

product ion of

toofF s literard o

From the meeting

contiqurative mERr i, HEWEG “aris
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and the individunl mind of the

fhe writ

with its  own parbicular histora of

.y .

its  own oublook.” (257
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contributes fto  the production of ftextual meaninag by Fillinag in
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indiapegnsible, the reader o i o Wad

sufficient; hedshe  simplva sdds % ooriainal
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Titerarys work.
But iF oin Tser s shenomenoloay of the reading  process  the
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>

reader narrator

The production of fextual meaning by decichering what is imiel ied

ciwer Theora” this very

in the feut, in Morman Hollasnd s "Tran

readerSnarrator ts aiven  snouah adbtonomy to become a ssife

suffFicient producer of meaning. . Mol Tand

e
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bext  eparticieatina in ths pro

Kl TanG

he belisves in a combination of b

Hotland "s theory ol readina

reading. But what basically make

& H )
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e no division of responsibilities between bthe
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truth
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there s no possibility of  Final

Tanaunags  and meaninas in which

b

dere marvators. In this sense. that ninets

F N
i ey

century subldsct with = will to truth. who  belisved in
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ility  of get Fin it ive meaning of the
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CHAPTER ONE

geos

TOOACTION: THE EVOLUTION

PTOOF REARER/7NARRATOR

of bhe  evolabion

This chapter zaims a3t 3 asneral

of  the conceet of reader from the last cenbury o the pre

srnth  and

on the fact that the

Twentigth-csnturd readers, 1L

aly e bransformat fon

aone DThrouah z

not ion of

in @all Thess JSenrs. The reasder First appears 26 5 MErs CONSLEMER

and then as s co-opsrator of the bext bt it

fo oontya Tater on that the r A i1l mansas o revolubionize the

apsrtabor Lo

meEan ina-prodact on

fand 1F befores the smerasnoe of  this

becomse  the ariiast

et s n oo

mew lind of

nomy owe bhave o oasdmit that (b o is

and producers of bexbtund

consunEr s e om B o E

e Tomager

RN T of textual-meaning production or o think aboutb wr it ers

ol A L ineE oandg v ioEeews

whio ST E ot readers at the

Tomek ing rEmEr s in fan Tntroduct ion

dinag and writing Dhave Qoine:

R A Finally Dhe

For bhe same achivita., (42

e the boundsries that used to ¥ friat i Fy o
Wit inag startsd beinag o e readers and weibers, e

readers were  described ases belonaina o compeletely distinct



b, g

fhe world of

and writers were said fto be Fully in oharag  of

mean inaful

PV EEE vE T E 1R

aning produst fon; and the world of pa

aninas that were  obwiouwsly

plaved the role of discoversrs of me

ringemalk ina ws

theirs, and had o Tive with bthe

e ene aon oo o P he ao, 120 pob b kN yon, s per b By e ae O
e and authors. In the oritical

an exclusive  privi

S Rl |

works of EoD. Hirsch, Jra02 and in the

of  New Uriticism, Phis distinction was  vers much

s A it i fave locabted  meanina i

At Phe Mg

Al thouah A

b At o arel fhe e

e b

~dn

fhew  have  both blocked fhe reader s The domsin o

L4

product ivity,

Mirgch has built @ aguite consistent theory to prove the

and  writers Pryvand fna

impossibility of re

o lods in it

¢ M - I .o ses soe, ena ren Fae
mther 5 berritord, For  Hirsch., sach ©

o iainal meEnn ina, which he o

g Tpermanent and "legit ima

be nothing  otker  than  the subhor s

and  this meanina,

v

meEan fng ., (23 The author s ol was fo mabke intentional  meaning

fhe reader s was simply to realize L. The wav Hirsch saw 4. ®

raader mad EveEn construs acospiable. ecauss ooharent meaninags.

gt he can never sroduce Tthe oriainal’ meaning of a

Fader in search oof Toood meaninag’ oweonld

detect ive and Fingd  oubt what the author Feal i

winpois of

A, FE
Formula

ooan b

Pl "

Loy i

st hor .
From 5 per

priainal author’

Bt




While Hirsoh over-esnehas the author, the New Qrinig

e MeEither the agbhor s intent fon

shtention upon Dhe

response should be s

i oo oand onle Triaktt place to look For [ -

t
e
e

Criticad inoliries, araned W e HMWimsatbt angd Monros O,

e consulting the oracis, (5

Boards sy, B ot e ars

orthod

() with ite reasults {(with the sudisnoe

(A The MNew Dritics adopted, thus, 3 auits

at it itude, The provaaonist af the New Critical

Formali

the

araumeEnt s, bhe s o o be studisd in debtsil, the words on

paae beina the real sueelisgrs of lTiterars meanina. Az Oleanth

N "

Hendger T owe fanore

Brooks bas affirnsd in "Po

the poetic form., we mad hosele LThel

L

BT OR e

e e

should not be consider

minag prodygchion e, with

some practice and dedication. coatd Finalla unwveil the mEaninag

which was hidden in fthe fext. By then. the reader was

being haunted by the stioma of

Mo oone o Theorest ical moves have

dens That the Mew Critiocal

contr ibuted rong marks of ps

b the notion of

wz

withir flve

=
e
i
-
&
fal
-y
H
3
et
H
b

o ib s interestirn

L vEr

of Wew Criticism that o new oribios

posiiion conogrning

G

arbted To develop. Gocordinag to Jdsne Tomekins., the

e

.
reader s FESRONSE (AR Lhe

heainninag of the twentieth

counld bhe

At bo have Tafra Richard s dis




o Witk bthe  work of  Louwiss

butr it was onl« From the

hat the idea of readers as potential producers of meaning gould

of % ot i1l orammed with

fhe 1 ins

fre subt iy poerosived

smiet fons . Thowah vers dis 1, this different

Oritical

in bhe [ER

wadg  of und and ing the role of the
textual-meaning eproduction anticipates some radical Chanaes i

the oonceprit of  reader. In obther word fhe  moment the HNew

PR PR S AN SO P R 2
LS S B O 1% theoriss NS

Critics’ and obther former “anti-re

=t by bhe new orientations of fhe

being  ocont
movEnEnt the traditional reader beains kis mebtamnorshosizs, The

solute Townsr” of meaninag. The onos

i then no lonasr tThe

5 WE unproduct ive  reader gains acoess into the territory of

soonsibil ity For producing meaninags beinag  fobtalla

partially transferved To him. The old eassive reader

fve participant in the pro

of

R R

2 B

tedbtunl-meaninag sroduaction. i bthis point if

allu hard

L LTm

¢

oo tell consumesrs From in  ths meaninga-prodocd ion

readeres and wreiters, and = owhy not? o e readers and

B

narrators have Finasila “doined hands,”
The smeraence of this new tyes of reader, which here I have
The mEHaning-

- O i ST R AT D surela revolut ioni

proguction sosne., When the reader was dust the discoversr of

meEaning and not ibs prodaose, it v beliewve that

mere b

cEHt e had @ osinale meaninag wail

ina to be unfolded by the

Mow, with fthe migration of meaning from b

nina production came to be

of m

ER U]

af uncertaintdg. T affirm that meaninag is 2 properby of  readors



domain of the © siming bhat o Fferent

s b

aderes will differently to tex and L

o be mand. &lso, this
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ilyiw be one, bt h
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i

to readesr

shift of emphasis

caminat ion

Phe imaas of Titersry oritics as owners of Sruath. IF meaning

ts determined by bthe re chEer s R e mand sy 8o,

The Titerary oribio, who (s a

A F . o will have

o oops with  the

are only

3

3t the status of sobive reasder as well the revolubt ionary

changss it has gsnerated in the

o ochine ion

frod

woosimele  condgussh for  the passive readee. The ahift Frr o

Prwene

oo oaction btool somes Yime o be oompleted

ard it

were the the reader narrator had fto overcome before he

ot ld be

a0t srcdent pe o

TS, Flareery mmong

e Titerarg Pheorists  who  saw  the reader nareator as A

Fundamental £

smeEnt in the proos

meEan ing prodaot ion, Ty

WA GOHNE disaargemsnt as Lo the Feader marrator g

reasponsibility i this werd proo Bome belisved  Dhat T

the responsibilitcies Ffor eroducing meaning

s WeErs ony ing That the reasdsrnareator

cowld  perfectls make meaning by hkimseld. The  Fact iw  that

framwve read this new tupe of  reader

iF

~~~~~~~ Tl reader narrator R Y completely gisbinct WEME .

st lating hebwesr

—mEntered arauments of the  HNew

Critice and fthe reader-oriented assumet ions of

Beader-response

LA J

Driticism. Wol fasna

s optad For staving in-kb




The o

twe bendencigs. According o bime neitd

can onls e

mER Foyre

alone are the real producsrs

&
i

bwn isolabsd and the reader

i lt when the

manaas Lo oonverae! "The meanina of the literars

the print

P what

of the reader o opub 1t

in ming

and readers [

fart . the  omEs

i 1

beviond fhe merel« mechanical converaence of two s2lements; it

an Cinteraction.” an Cintsrelad bebwsen b der " (AgY  to

angd re

wir e . S i his shenomenoloay of  the reading

[RR:E iy

B ERROnEE

rathoer  fhan foousing upon #ither the re

o the

v owill

oo iainal structures,

o the

and readsrs -~ " IF one o

dunamic relat ons

comments, one lose siabht of

wiaht of Dthisld

fhe wirtual work . (143

& halanced text-re relationshie is

it of bthe Titsmrard work. Fior fToer . fThe

corted 8 on Fow the ar

& H 3 & M ¢ M i F A oo, b
Text i esxescted o motivate bhe s oming., Thougab the bedt

oAan ol iy

Tunwe itten’ roon For the reader to write it by ki

writiten te

der miahi

needed in the azames, and then ke will

chances are Dhat calos part in this

£

interact ive proo ohacure. The text

PF othe fext s euo

cnly o oabtibract bthe reader s oabbention to bthe game.

but also to kesp the re

el "o imamainabion busy b allowina him to

in the plav.,

Tiwve participant

i, produot ive . T eE. o 3mn

The  fact that bhe s stimglated to




own imaainab ion, however . dogs not o mean

TfPegyfficient.  The reader narrator

phenomenaloaical aperonch of the reading procs

z

certain Timits impo

COtE PR e, has o

to the rveader s

In other words., the must pad resp

wad that the der must e ER A L)

" in the

the written words on the paas, the

heing what

Wik,

#oas Lo how bthe reader marvator., e

R L S T o o de B HES
v interact with

“wopartner,

e oand readersnarrators interach mores

ry 4

et o Dhrow

mE owad people do, and in oan

Tiaht on his own view of the

interaction he

.00 Lainag s Findinas on interpe

al relations. Laing

That in every personal relationshie thers (s 2 contral aap

orfve parson Lo

and unit

untilled space. which Laing calls "nobthking,”

from people s inabilitw to pegrcsive the wad fhey perogive  one

another . In  any person~to-person relationshie

b bher W obssrve one anobher

[ and wet owe  ars both

invisible to gach other. (L2 This "nothina’ fthersfore s sdactl

what = peapie o inter

The wav

115, we are led bto Fi111 in

gaps with
o own interpretation of what we bheliswve is the obthsr peopls s
wigw of ourselves.

Laing s theord o0 intereersonsl relations kas  definid

served as 3 bha

For Iaer s phenomenologi

wiww af the




P oawares of the Fact that we ocannob b

[ i

ANY mME the prog

fima  as oa Form o of  sooial

£

that both in At ive situsntions

AR e 0w

~eading experience and the ser “foeperaon relationshie

. the  whole

in common.  Acoording o

process of

Peut-reader interaction depesnds on small interruptic

3 le the Dianbs  or the

in  the Yime flow of which he

agaps 0Ff the ftext. In obher words., the sams "no-thina’ that leads

s theors of in

poople o Pty relab tons

tewta and

P omot The “intereiaqg’ between

“phenomenclogg . WheEnewsr A Snarrator me

blanks, he will be induced this smphy spa

with

=
Fat
L
by
=
-

is own fmaginat fon —— “whepnsver the reader bridass  fhe  gaps,

communicat ion heains., The azes Funchion ss oo ind of pivob W1

Faevolves. (43 Onece all

which the whole texi-reader relal o

gaps arisinag out of the

Ting experiencs will be

interaction wiltl have been acoomel ished

o fhe Toonfiaurat ive meaninag’ of fhe e bmern Formed.

ianlks, the readernarrator will have

Thius ., v Filling in

the opeorftaniby to contriboats his own meaninas o fhe %

LT, hecoming himseld an

oriainal structure  of po ibhle me

Tive participant in the ¢

o i

activituy of the sader I

of writers {(nareato

the oreative ©

L he also

an i

2 part i ieant, antive. I RIRS ot indeeendent. The




it o owasy free from fextual

toy o talke acthive par in ol SR

reading proocg 5 reader/narrator must kave kis  acbhivibuy

5 - (44 "Throgahk the proos

conbroalled in somes wad by The e
Fead ina, Toer HEM G, T Foraulated somsthing that i

and et represents its intention.” (a5

pnfFormelated o the

S, when this reasdernarrator is invited to co-operate with the

itTtinag in its blanks wibth hiszs own

i NEW EAR I Nnas

0

o omale

bt

souros of  meaninas, ERER The

sirala

In shori. WE CRn

c bhooab P00 ocan

war Taoeyp fe primar il in the o

the hele of  the

onlty be comeletely bhrogaki to bthe sue

f

Anarra At ivie mind (on feras

ngniitig . Taer s reader narestor has definitely made 2 bia  step

soipent iy sy Froom  the fNew

EAE I I R “wroductivity, " oand cons

Critical ftext ocontrol., rut o he has sti1l aobt s long waw o fravel

unt il he oan ar agbonomons o A narrat o .

Wol fasna phenomsnoloaioal vigw of fThe rend inag

i
§

e RN ING oY

EEEET DENCE WRS ched b The

Titerary oriticism. {in A tnnovat ion, the il

rrade fow about o be regarded

Fal bridas fo s newer and much

s daring” unders

caooand roesders. Noeman Hollandg,

For  edamele., acknowleda e imeortance of the bind of theorw
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Taer has  developed (he caltls (£ a “bhiactive Tfheors ), AL nG

that it cted the whols miarators movemsnt of vias  From

cive theory, S literents do Find mors in

fa Tthere " (14 bt in o= ~oved moment b

CEnnok s ion of its  problem. Mz

£ LS

chive Dheory

hing fo b
1] b i lds on
Eorvy i h thias auarant :
more than half riahit. (4872

. Holland oannotb acoeEpt this

angd ¢ s ey At o

sons i bl i e

For the basic auestion iz iF it s frue bthat readers narrators

create within certain Timits seb by the

2, Dhen how comes bheir

FESROnG Lo text oan bhe so

From each obther? In obther

That 1F sverd ©

W, Moi Tand really contains an

griginal structure of  meanings waiting Lo be expanded by Lhe

mag imaaginat ion, wiz oy ions e amhogld

a opartial uniformity in e readerssnarrators

Hexlland "= opinion fhat,

fad  Tser el morg emehasis to the reader narrat

rmining participation in this

i}

of  auestion would osritainly nob

Thu=z, what  Holland  sugas iz that Taer "5 bhiaohive

theory should be v . INEY s, thite revision would have



to eoint fto oa tobtal transference of  meanina from fext o

A arrator, Phe readinag esxeperiencs besooming a0 kind  of

i

personal  transaction Tin which the litersnt builds the response.

Chie COorEE auE g

ime iy chanas

and the o

by imas o it {18

Lo

Holland  belisves in reasderserrators freslyd reseondinag

rather than Fillina in the blank af o2 pree

H

ER s B

structured  outling. In his transs

ctive  Dheors  of  raseond

oot

Frrom © e The

the wav Holland ¢ A personal sMpesr ey

in the same wad he

Titerardg bext

wuper iences 1Tife (49); 5 the only Timitse the reader/nareator

will  hawve ot Timits Csomebt Tilke

‘peraonsnl a1l oon caints, D or to

Mol land s words, thia S b fdent ity bhems

I ¢ e b0 be understood as khis  wholes 11 atord.,
T - his Bimiogiaonl. and cultural backaround plus anwy

kind  of sxeeriesnce  he has haepened o have up o the readinag

2

ba When Holland s o Frsnarrator approach B Titsrary

e

e, b prodests, gven 1 F unconsoiously, his own identitv into

Pt and  then  prodos The meanings which =suit kim (o ks

ident ity hetter - "Fach reader re-oreat the work in terms of

his  own ddent ity bthems.” (21 Also, i ois important to obs

that in such cases the ftedt simela plavs the role of “the obher”

AR EnIt i Pt neither contains or o

o lement in ths trans
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rninags.  The prodoction of  fexbtual

meaning s sxolusiveld the readernareator " ob in o2 bransact ive

model . A Holland kimseld euelains,
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beosn transformed into
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Coon,

Wy i b ey o

This new

='s  wiew of ths
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reRngd g RO

L wiork £ T
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product jon of terxbual meaninas. The reading moment (4

* the

fer "Leubvert
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relat ton between
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araes  that thie new was of the et provided



of & new conoespi Wi

For the emnsvasn

[

el

of e

raeader . IF the ©

N o B

an Barthes affirms, o it cannot be said o be s properts of

authors, bout mainia of
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whols ols

Pt i
Attt bthe
o ired b
which was
Ty g
of manufact
1 B

ted wither in

i Lhae
bowhioh
wEls ks

i,
e

o ir

work o @

Lo 11
relation

af omere prodect

Fyaod i
&
i,

de g
Wl

he
fhouahkt

elu oreat i
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Like Holland, Barth

inos wpite personsl owed. For the

who relate o the §

can be defined as &  uniaue  perasonnd

Lhe activita of re

i, an ach of purs

choice of me

advEnturs, A momend of

ionSoreat ion.

the main chanaes

So far 1 have

4y

der From the nineteenth to the twenticth century, showinag that

tremely passive reader bvas aracdaalls

;

adersnarrator T in the twentieth  cenbursd

tive readerSnareator., oo opRerator

~firab becominag @ semi-ore

A and  bthen  tarnine into A

. an inder dent

bo o show that this g tony in the nobi

shall  now pro
Feader/narrator is reflected in bhe behavior of Hawbthorne s angd

Mamwbbhorne s and

Uopdilke The  ansd

VEr s ol arlet letter

fpd ks

the differences in their behawvior,

will nob

i




I ERRH alan RN N B A character s e s narrators

perfect iy fit e chiat inod Lupes

af

whose att itudes

in fhies  theoretical

seSnarrators [ have o imiig

While Hawbhorns s  readers/narerators act dust like =a

1 fan resderSnarvator, Filling in the blanks o

3

fumically

dina moment

ot ing, Updike ansform the i

P Eeorann i ne

frito ow oanite personal experience.  Freslys oreaiing mEanings
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CHAPTER THO

A i i

THE  HAWTHORNIAN QU

THE SCARLET LETTER

Teen it om0 man. sttt ina all .
thimas., ard  maie bhem ook Tikm i § w1l

HaW THORNE

pEver s Lo owrite Fomanc

THE SCARLET LETTER:

ventesnthe

On = Juneg suammse mornina, in Furitanic

centurd Mew Enaland, B owoman called Hester Prunne CEpE gt i

the prison-door carrding @ v i her srms. On Dhe

R B letter & made of  fine  red olioth  and

enbroidersd  with aold thrs F

o owd [ g

aiows before bhe ¢

Boston aniouwsla watoh the adulbtesrous woman  with

and For some ©ime on mhe

of the public and Lo w

R io fthe vunishment

= Pranne s

CFimeE .,

Hidden amona the orowd two torsented nen

Hester D Che incoanito bhusband and the muesterions lover. Dono

under the ident it of Bousr  Chillingworth,

hasband is back and lonaginag for revenas. Throuak khis scisnb i fic

krnowledas  doctor Chillinawortih

ST Hoverend arbbur Dimme

Chillinoworth Hester 7D nne

toooan amazing denousment with 6o

T WINNEerE,

of silent suffering




pain, Dimmgasdales wields to He “nowisk to Flee. On The dady

of  bheir deparbures the reverend of his ming and ohog

4

revenl kis lTowve for MHesber and For  his daugahter Pearl. fnoe the

s PP T FOm o

W is unfolded,

e

Chillinaworth s revenos.  Hester  Peruannes and AV New

&

returns., The arlet & remains on her

Frigland buat., Tater.

For th Prunne ja burisd in

boson

Bhe bur s l-agroundg

Chere., Meater  and

Toaether e the sSame

:
3, LT E

this could be

plot summars [

37 . i thia

Ps neither =@

dusnt presented  above, the scarlet letter

True o noeoxn Falae stord,. 1b 0w

of Fiction. Toatd or read by Hawbhorne s readers nareators, i

Tetter spisode s aiven 2 sianifis

Lhe Fiotitious sve

P S O,
it the nares

the  wholes  spisods gL iee the

Mawbhorne ' e are definitely willinag to ast

o the trus meaning of the text. and T owounlsd s

o omaks s

T R TR o pe v do au . ger
FEARdErEsS NArrAaTors

will fTo ftruth will lead &

mand  artific sihle o cover g Fiction and  eprovs bhe

& E

aubhenticity of their acoounts,. In obther words, every movemsnt of

~z i The Scarlet Letter will sim  at

thorne s

Cwmaking = number  ofd steanee thinas look likes frubh.” {4 )

maneysers will

ription of the

ele roevenl ok gty the kind of they  plaw with  fThe

marrat bve, Bt also bhe kind of plavers  Shes  are, providing,
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thus, a0 olear iden of their mechan s wd ¢

their inten ok For Drubho

Before the reader of The Scarlet Letter can have &g

wWwill hawve to gn

e par e s TTRITAIY o,
o b s b

cer Pranns s omis

.
swe-House ., a sketoh

% i 1se poe B oy o o
sl o that Form The O

introductorye o the novel. P o ik

[EX

fhe kind of information

introdie

the reader will Find in "The  DostomneMo arn  oacoount oF

dencs in the Dustom-MHouse of the port of Salem.

Howthorne

has orested

Intended =2s 8 e

P E T A O

in the  local cowmmunitws. L
Funoiion as 2 prepasration Ffor the atmosphere of reali
readerssnarrators aguest for truth will eroduce in the following

oF Hawbhorne s The Scarlet Letter., Im this preface, ol

RN

ciwve-like wvoloe in the aubhor ‘s 1R

author it

O EE N with the agthenticity  of fhe

cheamon sl

information srovided in "The Custom-Mouse, '

L ions and bthe  accuaracy of his

sincer ity of  Hawbthorne s impre

e gy bk Toounld not have been dons with s livelisr

Prutht O OT8L 33 e this werdy e

ES sketoh of official 1ife (TSL 33, The aenuine

auality of hisz

by oavoid

cacler marrator s duty now

st smome oredibility gaps i My

and  run thes  rislk of

Gustom-Ho

the public by the bution. and falk

TEnd now. ..l moain

s penos ino s Dustom-MHouses " O

albyoul mu thres years




v auobed abowve pilavwfullya promis

with Hawibbhorne s sutobioaraphicoal  revslabtions.,

inasmarrat ive In Py

is The one who s 9oing o oonduoct the v

s He s S - Mawbhorne s First readernarrator in The Scarlet

parsons s wolos will St ok inag on fhe

Letter. This

T S O T LN L i O L Ty St 1 R R SORP S M S S SRS S SR S S T

construction of & mores respectoable Fiction - one Dhat s Aan

o f brubht e From The wers bheginninag of its acoount, i

the Wi ds

Il Phird lineg of the Dostom-bog

"mutobioaraphical imoglae e b The publ i o f

} son, R

reader Snarrator ‘s wish fto “stand in somes brue relation wibh by b

aud fenoe” ts o oand nob dust pure

Fiogtion. and officers bheoome
Wis  obisob oF moute obsersat ton, Hawthorne 's  reader naserabor

sure that his Tsketch of official 1ide’ hkas its definibe

Custom-Houses
o f @ leind
14140 6 w‘&ininm hinw
Fool Towina o; samsE into
aoffering v"an of fhe
ive thersin containsd.. ..
mE i g has
B Tew

of @
o e, e § e, 3 e Y
TS ey WY
in it AN =Hun e

o male one., (THL 347
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Characters

I

sger /narrator T8 oonosrn with the

g O aamin Lhe

R RwIs af his story Desoom

ey ident . Me

sF bhe suthenticity of his readino/nareat ive and, For fthis

i owill ol Tife

him by the

minaled with some



of the Custom-House

side  of truth,  When seecifdina the pureo

diersSnarrator will reveal

wloetoh . Hawthornes

foward  btrubth and the readinatelling of stories. T Wim., T e

to be no oroon for opurs Fiction in literatures: a Few touches

PF angd onla F,

B e
aire pErt

P
[ e

Toooive suapport

fhick portion of

WL BRI COHERT On B grE

o Fiction, fo make it took Tike ftruath. In fact., any other kind

ey o

of o atiitude oo

ler/narrator.  aoinag

aipibe oont E:S

tobtally aanins defFinition of CromEnE .

DR S

as ow omomsnt of intsarat bon
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