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Kierkegaard's method of in-
direct communication and his strategy of “absenting’™ himself
from his “authorship’ were designed not so much to undermine
the notion that writing is an individual creative act expressive of
the writer’s being (as does antihumanism) but rather to under-
mine the quthority of the author for determining the significance
of his own works. He wanted to emancipate the reader to an ac-
tive role in appropriating textual significance. This textual ap-
propriation was o be a matter of authentic, individual reader
response, not an abdication of authorial authority in favor of
the mediating vpinion of a reviewer or critic. For Kierkegaard
the “death” of the author heralded the “birth” of the reader—
not a passive “reader’” whose views are constituted by public
opinion, hearsay. and the vested interests of institutions [ike
the press and the publishing industry but an active, attentive
reader thirsting for what he or she can extract from a rigorous
reading of the text. This thirst was conceived humanistically by
Kierkegaard as an intense interest on the part of tha reader in
material to be used for his or her own personal development.
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Do you have any experience of "textual appropriation" (as defined

in the above passage}) which contributes to your personal

development? Wriite an essay describing such an experlience or

explaining why you lack such an experience. 70%




