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Tht Consulld~clon ur the C~plt~l: Theory \ 'ersus lhrory Across che 

MarxiSlscmphasi7.ctbcconsolldJLinnselfcccOObycnpil3l. Myf('ICusln 
chis response will be on a diiTLTe~ cypc or capical symhollr.ing a 
consolid~Lion of another sort This fcx."Usisin jWl prom[l(OO by Vic10r 
U's closing conundrum, "Th<.'Ory is, choory ain't," suggcsccd by tilt! Afro­
Am~'fic:m 5.a}ing, "lllock is, black ain't" llJc paradox. '11JL'Ofy is. theory 
ain'l."spcakstomylruclalrcactloncothcthfl-e(XIpcr<:wchavcjuschcard 
IK:causcicht:lpswaniculaleaqucstionlhcirconjunctionbcgs.Whal 
oountsas"lhoory"?WhatthL'Ory"is"recognllcdassuchandwhallhcory 
"ain't"?lnaddres§ingchisqucslionandsomcofthcothcrstllcscpapcfl 

raio;c, I will roosit an oppo!iition-admincdly a crude onc-hc1wcen capi­
tal-T tlk.'OT)' and small-t theory: bctwttn forms of TI~t.uy that opcrau~ 
fromposiliomofinstitutionalilcdjll)wcrandthcoricslhatoftenarcnoc 
\'icwcd as ~y at all. except by those whose praccicc is Informed by 
!lk:minsitcssubsumcdby.oronlheperipho:ricsof.lnstnutionalpo"·er. 
Dy !he .:nd of thiS response. I hope 10 suggesl tlow this distinclion 
bct.,.,-crn llK'Ofy and theory Is n:btc"'l !0 the phenomenon TcrCiia Hubel 
has dcscrihl.."'l so well-the relative ah~ncc nm of Marxism. in ccnnin 
forms. but or consuuctluns or rt'Jli'CSCOI~tions or ""'Ofking·dassnc:ss" in 
Canadian unlvcrsityEnglisltdt.'partmcnts. 

One is stl\lck firs! of all In Utesc tllTl-e pupcrs by the dh'L'flCIII 
responscloRussclll"erkln'sopcningoommcn!s,in\\hichhecncsGcr~ld 

Gran··salldl'auldcMJn's<lcsl:riptiunsoflhl.'OI'yasarormorreslscance. 
In genera!. this "icw oflhL'Ury seems to be largdy acL'Cp!L'd in Da\-id 
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Baron'spapcr,res.iSicdinVlctorU's.andapproochedfromaiiO!hcrangle 
a:UogctllerlnTcrcsaHu~l'5p<Jpcr.TileapproachinTcn:sa'5p<~pcrmay 

Initially appear tangemial, but it sc<:m5 U) me 10 be iiWcad a striking 
example of what Carol Gllllg:m thL'OrlLcs as womcn'5 diffcrcm voice, and 
of lhc phenomenon Baine Showaltcr describes as women's lime. 

"lbeory is what crupu when "hat was ooce 5ilcmly agreed in a 
community becomes disputed,· Russcll cites Gr.lff as saying; In Russell's 
own words, theory Is "a re:sisumu 10 the aulhor1ty of Interpretive 
paradigms."lllisdctlnitionofll'lcorydoesnotatallrcncctthcetymology 
of the word, as Victor has reminded us. In pointing to lht: Greek noun 
1Morw and lhc group of autt!Oritarlan rcposllorics of knowledge lt 
denoted. Uke VIctor, I am sceptical of !he notion th.al: UICOry as it Is 
currcmlyconstruC1ed lnourdisdpllnclsa moclcofrcs.istancc. Srnall-t 
theory may be "hat "eruptS" when lnterpn.'tl~c comrnunhles begin to 
disputelhciro"'nparadigniS.Dutlllc-oryaslllsrencctcdlnjoornals, 

lDtholo;ieS of criticism. and job a(h"Cftlsemcnts Is very different Capital· 
TlliCOTyiswhath:lppcnswhcnacullural hcgcmonyrcconstitutcsiiSclf 
andltsworkl. 

The evolution of the ACCUTh (Associwion of Canlldian College and 
University Teachers of English) lhcory Group," whkh began as a group 
ofm~vcrickootSidcrsin the early 1980sandfinallyllv.lcdoutin 1992, 
points to the ways In which theory Is oflen transformed Into Theory, 

following a p.lltem that "'OUld not h.l~e surpiscd William Bl3ke. In the 
e.ly years. these thoory sessions were crov.dcd. frL>e·flowing, and 
ucitlngly sub~·enh-e. llultlle dlminislling number tllal gatht'fCd togC'li'K.'f 
fr:xthelastfcwannualscsslonslncrcasinglybcg:mtoscnsctll!ltthesccne 

of dlc action had sltined, and 10 feel for all the world like a conglomer­
iUionofdisconsolatctL-cnagcrscom·inttdthatsornc"hereelse,lfonly 
dleycouldfindtheplocc,thcrcwasabcucrpanygoingon.llloscofus 
..00 spoculated about the mattcr conclutkd that the 11toory Group 
paduallydissolvedhccausct!"K."mYhadbccnlnoorp.lratcdintt~~:maln 

ICUlons of the coofcrence. In short, Theory h:ld been embraced and 

capitalized. 
In describing 1lleory as wh.lt h:lppcns wl~en a ~'Uhur.ll hcgL·mony 

I'CIOOIISiitutes Hself and its world, I am echoing the mo~lng conclusion of 
AdlienneRich's"Natural Resollfces· -;npartiC\Ilar.thcpass:tge!nwhlch 

lheca51Shcrlot 
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"mllooe~ltautdinai)'P<'"''ef. 

recoo,mutctb<:WQfld.(264) 

ldosuln~tomarkthediff~'fcnrebctwccntiiCOfyasitisii\Obili7.cd 

by those "with no c~traordinary JXIwcr." IUld those in positions of relative 
prlvile1,oe or power. Few women lta\'C more slgnlticanlly sh~p.xl modem 
cullure th:r.n Adrlenne R!ch.l.lkc the llgun: she describes in "PiaflCtar­
lum." Rich Ita.~ bco.'n a l'UitunrJ prophet: 

lllliPSU\IfDC!nmlhc:~pc 
ofawom,'lfiU)'mi(IOlr.lfllJatcpolo.al~~ 

intoirnag<:' fvrlhcrehcfoflhchody 
al>dtbei'COOll>UUCuonoflbcmllld.(ll6) 

Butdc!.piu:ht.'fimportance. yuu wou't findAdrlenne Rich's criticism in 
many anthologies of contemporary TIICO<)'-and th~t tdls us something 
abolltU-.cworldashispr~nllyconstitut<!dandlhcpowcrstrucrurcsin 

it. You may. however. find Rich's pot.1ry in pockcu of the currlrulum. 
and you may also find that hcrpot.1ryarnljXOSC(asoppos.:dtoThcory) 
appeal to n:ado..--rs "'ho :In: outside ihc university com~~t altogether. 

Despite its ~ora of lnstitutlon31 power. llleory sometimes appears to 
bc"pockctcd"Jikc Rlch'spoctrywhlllnlhccurrlculum.Dal·idB:Ironhas 
tcllinglycon\'cycdthccontainn...-mofTIK:ory wllhinccnainsitcsin the 
cunirulum through his suggestl'e com~son of theory nod composition 
cluscs. l agrecwitllhisacutcarulysisoftheproblcmsthisinstltutlonal 
structure rcnects. and I thlnktlk:rc an: many cases '''hen "instituting a 
single: thcorycour~· can he. in his words. a "form of resistance to 
lhcory.'Thcin<ititutionalactn:ificsit.locatcsitlnlhccanon.and 
margin~lin-s it all ar. once." Wlut we need. following l)a\ld's analogy 
hctween Cllmposilion and theory, 1.~ a theory &lTOSS the curriculum 
arrroach. like the wri ting across the cunil'Ulum progrJms that are now 
muchtoutcdinmanyunh"L'fSitics(allhough,adm!Ucdly,theyaresucccss­
fully practised In ~~f)' few). As Victor U suggesls. "'hen a separate 
thooryclasslslntrodul'Cdtorcsol'·clhr.:thcoryquandary.thlsclassoften 
acu to support a st~tus quo In "-lllCh Instructors In othcrcluscsdo not 
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tlavctoackno"·lcdgcthcpanlcularlhoorlesan(lldcologicscmbodlcdln 
thcirprcsuppositionsalldn.lturaliredcriticalcon•'Cnl.ions. 

I would add to Victor's alldl)~vld's comments the suggestion th:lt 
throl"y classes are further alienated within the curriculum because the 
Thcor)lthatsuchclassestclldtofeaturelsoftenheavilyphilosophical 
and'or !wed on e~~amplcs of literature drawn from French alld Ollw:r 
F..umpeanrultun:s. D!Ulhcs,forinstance,OOCSIIOiapplyhisfiveoodcsto 
av.Tiler ITKISI Canadian untlergra!Juates m~ likely to be famlliarv.·lth.let 
alonctoauthorssuchasMiltonAcorn.Oneislcdtoooncludc.tllcrcfure, 
tha:tlbelbeoryl:luglllinthcocyclas.scsmayiiOiinfoctlclldltsclfvcry 
easily to a theory acros.~ the curriculum appro:~eh. 

Thisobst,-vatlonpoin!stot~llmltationsofDavidDaron"scomposl­

tlon-l.hoory analogy. As Roben fr051 says, ii"s t(M.Jch and go with the 
mctophof: all mct:.phofs brt:a.k down .lt some point The oomposition­
theofyniCtaplu"brcaksdownbccauscclasses lnthe.setwowbjl'I;L5tcnd 
tollll•-cverydiffcrentpowerprolilcsinthclnstitution. Thcorycla.'>SCsthat 
arerecognizcdassuchtcndtobetaughtcithct"b)scnlorprofcssonwlth 
somcpowerlntheirdcpartmcntsorby young~..'1"profo,!S.'iOI"SWith tcnwe­
tniCk appoimmems who W'COn the fast track. to career consolidation. Even 
In tllosc depmrnCfll.s where tllcrc Is still resistance to 1bcory from some 
faculty memhers. there Is a demand for llloory classes that Is usually 
accommodated because a commudiftcd Tllcory is now very much in de­
IIWid.andsraduatestudcmstcndmscckoutsuchcl~scs.Cornposition, 

on !hi! Oilier hand-well. its status is rcneclcd In Ule way it Is 
margln.:~li:wdatourow·nnatlonalconfefCOCC.andinresponscslhavc 

heard in ACCliTE circles to proposals for sessions on cornpos.ltlonal 
pedagogy. 

Furthcrproblcrnslnthe;ppro:ao.:hto"Thooryuaformofrcslstaoccarc 
revealedbysur.-cyofanlhologicsofoootcrnporarycriticisrnpublishedin 
thel.tSl20ycm,oroftl~~:s)·llabiufThcoryclJsses..Suchsu.-.·eys 

itiOII&IY support Victor Ll's point thallhcury Is often prcs<:ott'd In ways 
that replicate the strudure of canonical lists ofGrcat D-ooks or Great 
Thinkers. Whoandwhattentislo IN.: lcftout?FeminiS!theorists JIIOSI 
notahly,andthoorlcswllhastrong focus on political andlorpcd;lgogical 
prll1iccl and lhclr relation 10 malcrial J.."onditions. Elisa K.ay Sparks's 
surveyofanlhologiesofcritlcismuploi98Sindicatcsthepaucmof 
exclusion lh;d helps to determine v.hat counts as "Thoory 1nd wflat 



doc'Sn't.Sparks'ssurwy.u[ldatlngonecarrlcduutbySusiliiLanscrand 
b·elyn Bt'Ck In 1917, I'C\'Cals th:u "]w]hat was missing from mainstream. 
llistorlcal anthologies of literary critldsm ihl.'n-lhoorctlcal work by 
women and 'rllicat treatment of poetry wrlnen by ~~o'Omcn--{~~o·as]to a 
largcdegroestil!misslng"ln l989(5l).Grantcd,fcm.alcerilicsdotcnd 
to be bcl:lcr !Cpfl:SCntcd In certain types of anthologl~s: "llle more an 
anlhologylscono.:rned~~oithprartical,pOOaJ:ngicallssucs.themore l ikely 

itscontributorsandlorcditorswillbcwomciL" Uut "anthologiesfocusing 
on tllcoft1ical developments, especially those with strOngpllllosopllieal 
emphasessuchashcrmei'K:utlcsordeconstructlon.tcndtobccditcd and 

writlcn by men" (52). The laucr arc, of course, the anthologies priocipally 
used in 'Theory cl~~Sscs. l..liVITCIICt Upk.ing concludes that "few women 
ha\'Ccra.ckcdtheadmlncdlym:mdarinbuthl&hlyprcstlgiousbaslioii50f 
litcrarythcory"(ch.S{UJU52).phraslnghisobscr\'ationlna way that 
points lhc finger of blame more at women thcmscln:s than at a poliliC5 
ofexctuslon. 

Whcnfemalecritksarcindud<.xllnanlholo&icsof11lcory,thcyllfc 
ofien&)li.110i1A."dlnascpar.:ue5el'1iononfemlnism,muchasnlnctt'CnUt· 
century female poetS were ghcnolt.cd by tum-<.~f-the-ccnrury editors and 
literary hl~tor!ans. Dan Latlmcr's 1989 anthology. Comempomry Critic1t/ 
Tltrol')·.isarcprcscntali,·cexamplc. Lutimcriocludcssixsections In his 
tablcofcontenls:Structuralism,I)..'Construclion.Mw-xism.lkflllcnculics 
and Reception TIICOI)'. l's~d1o0anaJysls and M)·th Critldsm. and femi­
nism. While some of thi:sc categories ~;eem eccentric and odd (like !he 
conjunction of Psychoanalysis all(! Myth Criticism), Latimcr Is less 
cccen\lic Jnchooslngtocontalnall oflhewomcncritli:s he includes In 
his sixth and ftnal category. Women <:ritlC5 have canied out lmponant 
and innucntlal work In all of !he categories he ilSIS. with the possible 
exception of Structuralism. One has only to think ofCora K~pl:rn's work 
In Marxist fcmin!Sl thc:ory, for cnmple; or lane Gallop's or Nancy 
Cllodorow's or Luce lrigaray's work in psychoonalytical lhoory. Out 
Lalimcr's construction of "contemporary critical Lhcory" crcatCli the 
lmprc:ssionlhatwnmcnha\·eonlyproduttdtiii.'Oryofnotconthcsubjcct 
of ~~o·omen. much as h once used to be assumed that women rcponcrs 
were suited only to ~~oritlng (Olumns on ~~oomen in !he "~~o'Omcn's rages" 
of !he dally newspapers. 
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As Elalne Showal!cr poims out in her csMy on "Women's Time. 
WOllll'n'sSpace." asimilarpoliticsofc:<clusionisrcncctOO In literary 
historiesofrncxk."rncriticlsm.Tilc "po::riodit.atlonandcooceptuall7atlon" 
of this history as a progress from f'cw Criticism to stroctura!lsmto post­
sLriiCtura!ism not only elides f~mlnist criticism; h also "ncgate[t)lt." 
Critics such as Gcrald Graff and t'rank l.cntrlcchia "condemn UIC 

apolllicalnaturcofmodc."rocrilidsm" and "lssucarlogingcall for a 
~~ouloJiy.secular.oppositionalcriti.:alpractice,lgnoringallthcwhllethe 

501!ially-~feministcritidsmgologonfortiftecnycarsrlghtundcr" 

the author's nose (32). "llow would we h~vc to rewrite 1hc history of 
modcrncritidsma~itSmCia-historicsofd)'nastlcstrugglcandchangc 

if feminist criticism WI:I'C seen as~ of it?" Sho•••alter asks (3 1). One 

wayofdoingso,shcsuggcsts,Y.'OUidbctosynchronize"criticllllime"as 
ltlsconsnuctOO In standard historlcsofC(lntcmporarycriticism with 
"women'stimc."ahlstoryrootOO In Lheconcrctcspecificityof"rclation­
ships.continuities.fricnilihlpsandinstltutions."Ahhoughitlsaformof 
history. "women's time" has bo.'\:o "~~oTittcnoutofthchiStoriclll record." 
Showaltcr suggest~ (31. :W). One could also argue th.at 11 h:L1i OCY~r been 
lloTinenln. 

l1lc task Showulll..- articu!~t~d In 1985 Is one we h.avc hardly begun 
wlddrt:ssin i993.thoughJudith l..ov.dcrNc~~o1onlsonecritic~~o·hohllS 

notab!~ contributed towards the syrx.:hroniution Showaltcr calls for. 
Nc~~o,ondemonstralcshowthcUk.'Oreticnl posltionsandrritlcal procticcs 
aniculatedbythc "ncwhistorlcism"~~o'CI'Cinmanycascsantlcipatcdhy 

feminist critics and cultural materialist critics of the 1970s.llerc again, 
bowcYCr. we see the p;allt:m of elision I tla>"e cmphasi1.<:d above. Newton 
polntsootthat "harclyalludcdtolnmosthistoricsof'no::whistorlclsm' 
so far arc what were in fact the mother rool'l-thc women's nJOvcniCnt 
and the feminist theory and fcminiSI scholarship ~~ohlch grew from lt" 
(153) 

The lnRectlons of a canoni1.cd body of laJiCIY male lbcory arc 
dlsc..--rnibleevcnwilhinthctcxtsoffcministcritlcswith:mCJipllcitly 
gynocentrlc approach. l'atricia Yacger's//onr)'·Mnd ~\:lme'n: Emnncipa· 
wry Strar,.gits in \~flmt":S Wriroll.( Is a C;~!;e in point Yacger·s lin31 
chapter. In which slte constructs seven gcnt:ral eruanclp~tory strategies. 
draws heavily on ~~o·hm she describes as "male theory": on Barthes, 
Lyotard.Foucault.Gadan1Cr.llabcrut:L1i andJamcson. for instance. Only 
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two of llJC SC\'Cn theories Yacgcr prc!iCniS are theories "invented by 
won~~.:n." 10 use ho..>r words(26)). Employing a loaded analogy. Yacgcr 
botbdcfendsanda:lcbr!llesbcr"oralplcasun:"inthcml\lethooriesshe 
dcpiO)"S by comparl!IB bcr use of them 10 the devouring of forbidden 
goblin fruitlnOuistina Rossctli'r; famous poem (246-47). As ~he puts lt, 
shefillshcrchapccroncmaocip;uorylllcoricswitli "wrilhingmalcvoiccs" 
in order to draw from this "galhcring of mlllc tcus . 1 feminl~l 
harv~t"(247). 

YacJ;cr"s intent lscen:tinlyeApUcitly fcminiSI a~ subversive, but 
thcrclsalsomorcthanalitllcutlintent!onallronylnbcrrcprescntalionof 
hersclfasa"honcy·mad\lo"Omllll""opcnlyrevcllinglnll-.efactthat[shcl 
has"hadtodowlthgobl!nmcrch:mtmcn.· · onecannothclpwoll(lcrlng 
ifthc"gobllnmcrc/lanl men."oothc.,.holc,havePOihadtheirwaywlth 
Yae&cr instead. whenoneconsil.lcrs the ficldoflllcory she assumes as 
hl.-rstllflingpoint OnlyJutia KristevalstreatcdbyYacgcrlntheway 
that she treats male theorists. All other feminist theorlsts--lncludlng 
french. American and Ellglish theod~ts--arc lump.ld together under thr: 

simple monolOJ;ic category of "utopian" theory. As for t!IC women writ~'fs 
she so lnsightfully :uulyscs. Yaegcr :.ctnowlc<lges t/13\ they use 
"ernanci~toryrcspooses"shchas"nolnarncd."Dutshccxplalnslhat,ln 

coll.~tructin& her linal array of theories. she has drawn only on "theories 
thatarccxtcns.ivclyrationalizOOandplliloSOfiticallybased"(264).Tl-.e 
sHJliXIge from "theories" to "n:sponscs" here rcnccts the pattern I ha•·e 
emphasized from the stllfl of this paper. the "'''Y in wllich the slash 
intct'JXlS<:S !tselfbctwl-cll TIJCOry th:U "is" and theory that "aln't"­
bct.,.·e.:n TliCOry that is gramcd !he name. to u.o;e Yacger's revealing term. 
aOOthl'Qrythatisnot. 

Given the way in .,.·ltich .rubtledcmarcalions. oflcn gendcred dcmarca· 
tions,ccndtointcrposeastash bctwlX:n"ThcoryaOOtht:ory.l am curious 
about Oa~id Baron"scommcntson thcdlfficulty JuliL1 Mltdx:ll's.,.Tilinp 
posedlnhlsthooryclass.WhydldMitthcll'scriliclsmprovccxccptional· 
ly diffiCult for the class.. despite the edltor's chlrach:rlution of 1!115 
"clcar,sancandstraightfoN·atd,"wrll\cnwhhan"'nppcallngdlrcctncss 
arKilucidity'"1 Were OaviU's Sludcnt5equalty vociferous in resisting 
some of the male theorises he taugiU7 I low did the dll.SS respond eo 
Dcrrida or Lac an. for cumple'l Research by Dale Spender and others has 

sho.,.·n tha! readers of both sc~es gr:w:Je or assess c.~-says differently, 



depending on ll~eirassumption>about lh<:gcndcJofthcwritcr. Do such. 
differencesalsoenterintorcadl.-r responses to theory wrincn by women 
a!ldtllt:orywriltenby men? 

Thshifltllefcx"UstoreaOCrsrathcrthanwritcrsofthoory.lcan"tllclp 
wondering as welt aboutll~egendt.:rcd intcrpret~tions that might shape 
responses to UJe mo<lcl rea"""" of tht:ory pi~turc<l in tile conclusion to 
Davk:l"s p;~pcr. He suggests lll~t. like till! chan~~:ter of l'unncr in Paul 
Bowles'snovcJTIU'ShellenllgS/ry,thisrcack!rshoultlbendtht.-rintdlcc­
tuallyarrogant nor emotionally cnthusia>tic an<1 uniliscriminating. TIIC 
idcalrcatlcroftllcorymustacceptthatlhooryls"tlifficultstuff'ao<lbc 
wil!ing to be "fascinated by half-grasped ideas." "preparOO w fall 
shonofoontrollinglanguagca!ldtCJ;.t."lfmdthisdcsl:riplionofthc 
rnodclrcatlcrofthooryvcryintcresting:infact,thcllrrcctypcsofreadt:rs 
Davidinvokescorn:spon<ltothctilrecprincipalmodcsofimeractingwith 
lltcrar)"tcxtsdiscm·crc<l by the feminist reaclcr-rcsponsecritic Elil.abdh 
Rynn in IIL"T research. Yet my exJ):'ricncc of reading len~rs ofrcfercrn:e 
o~-cr the years leaves me a litllc unca.~y about how a female graduate 
student who reveals her fascination with 1hc "half-gra.~fX'd Ideas" of a 
Kristcva or lrigaray or Cllodorow might he vkwed by some faculty 
members--particularly those hostile to feminiS! theury.1lle M:~Stersof 
l1100ry like Paul lie Man who llc~onstru~tthdr own authority paradoxi­
cally succeed, as VictorU nolcs,ln assc,ing it In Vil:tor'swor!l.>. ""lllc 
humbling admission of UJe impossibility of UlCOry yields a theory so 
sceptically pure and sdf-n~:gating th~t no other thc::orics can violate it." 
13utaft:malestu<kntwhocontinuallyf~lls"hhonofcontrollinglanguagc 

andtext"bccauses!Jeisfasdnatcdbytliflicultlht:orctlcaltcxtsisaptto 
be viewed very differently. 

Ontheot/ll!rhand.suchastu<lcnt.likemanyofh<.-rdassmatcsofbotll 
sexes, might well be most cngag<.xl by texts that arc not viewed as Theory 
ataH in the academy. In manyca.~cs. thcthcorythat Is most accessible 
aDdrclcvanttosruOCms.panicularlyatthcundcrgraduatclcvcl.lsthcory 
applied to familiar literary texts or theory intL-rmixcd with f!Olitical or 
social practice. like ce,ain types of feminist theory. new historicist 
tlloory,pc(!agogicalthLX~ry.orre~<.lerresponseth.eory. [O!ll)"Vit:w.thcst: 
typesoftheorymightbcbcnerbuitOOwa"thooryacros.-;tllccurriculurn" 
approach.thansonJCoftlll!materialrcgularlyincludcdinanthologiesof 
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scntcdalall. 
1l11s absenoe oonnecls to the specific allscnce TI.Teu Hubcl h:IS 

ddincatt:d: the abscnceofconmuct!onsofCanadlan worldng-classncss 
CK!heoriesrclatingtoltinourunl\·crsitycurrlculum.Slnce lcomcfrom 
a p;lrticular type of wOJklng-class origin myself, T~-resa's analysis of the 
suppn:s.sionandreprc:ssionofworking·elassdlscourscsandcxpericnccs 
lnthcacademycutsmorelhanalinlcclosetolhchonc. llcrpapcrhas 
ledmcto"·ondcrwllythooril.lngCanadlanworldng-clas.sotherncssdocs 
1101 !iD!m tohavcthcrommodilyvaluc t!Uit theorizing racial oth<:rness has 
rigtu oow-bycritlcssuchasbell hooks, forii\Slance? Ironically, bell 
hookshasbt:cn socagerlyacccph:d bythcacadcmicestabllshmcnt as a 
compelling Vl.Jiccofhlackcullurc thal her own critiqueoflhc ways in 
which our sock'ty tlo::lls In a rommodlfied wrsion of ex01ic hlack 
othemcssls lndan~:~:rofbcing madclntoavcrslonofwhatltcrltiques. 
Meanwhile, in Nova Scolia, \'Cl'}' fr..ow blocks-p3fticularly young black 
males-appear ln our unlvcrslt~ das.srooms. and while our ncwspapLTS 
oow feature notable achJe,cments in black history, their covcrngc of 
hlackcommunitieshasfocussedchleHyonblackpimpsof l:uc.andllOI 
on the activists. community workL'I'S and people In a wlcle ranb~ of pro­
fessions and trades wtlochicfiyconstitulelhosccommunl11es. For the 
srudcntorprofessotreadingbcllhooksinthelibr.lryaiDalllouslc,lhese 
local black communities and the theories thlt a~:livntc social ch~nge 
withinlhcmmayllOircallyexlstassignificantsnesat:lll. 

If C<..'Ttain oommodifictl theories of race sc.:m more compelling in the 
1990sthanthooriesofworking-cla.~sncssln!imatclyconnectcd lorcgional 

realities, could one: possible e~planatlon for !his discrepancy lie in the 
movement towllrds an lntcmatiorol "global economy"'/ In this new 
e<noomy, race is important, but ultimately less important than who owns 
wllat. and what Ule nwnt'l's do with. their control of resources on thal. 
mythlcal"lcvclptaylng-licld"thaladvocatesofthclnternatlonalcorporatc 
ageodan:pcatcdlyinvokc. lf thefclsaconfl(."etionhclweenlhcphenom­
cna I have very broadly and cru<lcl~ dcscrihcd, the cllslon of class (other 
than In 1 rathcr ahmoct philosophical Uiscoursc that tmnsforms the 
poHilcaJ Into the tc~tual) may be related to the resistance by Theory to 
panlcularformsoffcrnlnlst theory that arc most focusscdonsoclal and 
politital pra~ls. Women. afk'1' all, tend to be the exploited among the 
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exploitcdlntO!by'sglobaleronomy,muchasthcywcrelnlhenlll(.'fcenl.h 
ccnlury. whl:n Chartiscs and socla.Usu turned away from the feminlsc 
rcformcrsoriglnallyamongthcirranks. 

While I strongly agree with Thres:."s call for more representation and 
lhcorizlngofthcworkingclasscs.l'mlcf\wilhsomequestionsabouthow 

10 bring \his end about. and "'ith e•·en more questions about how the 
llltll"ldngclassesmlshtbc~flned.ThcreisavitalncedforlbcoriC!iof 

Ctnldiilll "'urldng-classncss, butlheoriC!i alone will not suffice. Cultural 
51\ldles programs ""ill ~finitely hl:lp. aod I join wilh 'fCresa in calling for 
morcoflhesc, a!ldformorcCanatllancontentlnUICm.UJCpractitlolll;l"$ 
of Cultural StudiC!'i rigluly claim tlw, In "the IllS\ two decades, when 
theory has somctlmcs sccmcd a dc:contcxtuallw:Jsccoc of philosopltical 
spoculatlon.culturalstudicshasrcgularlylhoorllctl!nresponseto 
(W1icular social, hislorical. and maiL-rial conditions" (Grossbcrg. Ndson. 
Trekhlcr6). Dui Culturll Studies programs will notlncorporale Canadian 
"uking<lassnesslnlolhecurriculumlfstudcntslnthcmprimarllyrcad 
thooriesandacadcmiccssaysahoutAmericilllandOrltiW.Cul1uralSludiC!i 
~vclo('mentsaoddisputes.l'roponcntsofsuch programs are keenly 
awmthatwhatbcganasamodcofrcslstancc-"acounter.<Jisclplinary 
field" {4}-ls rapidly becoming institutionalized a.~ a llCw typt: of field. 
Wl\.:lt...,·e most vitally need In our curriculum Is not theory alone or 
Cultural Studies alone. but novels. poems. personal n:ur:Uivcs.!ilmsand 
manifestoes--texts lh:u embody Can:ldian work.lng<lass languages. 
p.:rspcctlves. and realitl~'li in alltiiCJr polyglot variegation. Such ICU.'l are 
concn:~e"tJcrelheoliesaretoooflenabstract. tronlcally.glvcn my own 
U1Jning and areas of spcciall~atlon. I probably l:now more about te~ts 
likeEliubcthGa.o;kell"sMaryBarra"tbat rcprC5Cnt nlnctccnth-ccnrury 
Orltlsh"'"Ofklnt:<l&.slireallties,ortcxtslike Marge l'icrcy'soovelslhat 
rcprescm American urban wurl:.lng·class cnvlronmems.lhan I know about 
tcxtslh;d represent theCanadinn wortingcla.o;scs. past and present. 

Awiderknowledgeofsucbtextswouldhclpusto&J"appiCwilhthosc 
difficultquestlonsTCresabroachcs:tbcqueslionofdcfiningwholsand 

•too is not worl:ing<lass. and of distinguishing among the cnormoos 
diVCiliilyofgroop:swithlnlhismooologlcalcatcgory.l symp:~lhizewilh 
bcr.-guDIC'ntlhatwencedtodcllncl.hccu!tureofl.hcworklngctasscsM 
scparatcanddlffcremlnthl:waythat"'"Oml'll'scolturchasbcendetincd. 
AI lhc same time. however. I woodcr how we avoid an l<Jeology of 
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"S<.'paratcsphcn:s"incarryingoutlhiSHlSl71.ikclhegclldc:ridcQlogyof 
the Victorians that ha.i too ol\cn been n:cupcralcd in contemporary 
thooricsoff~'fllalediffcrencc (in appUcationsofC:uul Gillii;an's thool'y 

ofwomnn'sdHfcrcntvolce, forexamplc).thccooccplual demarcation of 
aCanadlan,.orklngcla55risUrcilenuingthc\'Cryclassistldeo\Oj;ICS!hal 
Tl:resa dlsse~1s. If we seek less ilk'Ologically invested crileria fl.lf" dis­
Unguishing working-dassocu. -..·hat can lll'll lum 10 if income is 001 a 
dctcnnlnlng fat1or'! The t)l)C of wOJk people do? The language they 
speak? Howcanwecn~:agelnsucha theoretical project w/lilcavoiding 
thcdang~'fsoftucaJi.dnglhalThrcsapolntsLo,p311k'Uiartylnaclassroom 

that remains popula!cd by members of lhe wlllte middle ct:~SSCS who may 
bccagcrloconsume .. rcdricJamcsonorbellhooks,butwhooflendo!lO( 
conneciJ:mlL'suntoUJCpliglHofuncmplo)'cd fcmalclistlplant"''Orkcrs, 
or hooks 10 the trcatmcm of blocks In No•· a Smti:tn IIC\I'SPJPCrs'l 

The dirticuhy of defining who Is and who ls not V.'Orlcing-c!ass Is 
fr~·cgroundcd by the Interview wiUt Davld Ad:uns Rlch:lrds that 'Tcreu 
cites. As Rich:ar<.b rightly points out, "Half the char:~ctcrs In my novels 
cam more than the crillcs that arc crith;izing them for being poor.· Many 
scssionalsandp;lfi·Lim.:rsarenov.·ines.o;cnce:JC.ado.!micmlgrantworlers. 
m :my of whom arc paid consl<.k:r.lbly kss for teaching Uuw classes Utan 

sccrctaricsinunlvcrsilydl.-p:u1ments.'Thescacad.:mlclaborcrsuflcnli00 
themselves in the imJlO)siblc simatioo whkh demands that, in Victor's 
word~. the~ "know dJCir Denlda and their Lyocard" if lhey hope to obtain 
• tenure-track position. while they m:art stack aOcr slack oftirst-ycar 
pnp;:rs ln tile composition classes 1/lcy lla,-e 10 lcnch to live. In the 
meantime. there arc the e\cn more lmmedl~tc needs of the child crying 
inthcn..:xtroomorwantingabcdtlmcstory, nottospc:tkofUIOughtsof 
howthcyarcgoingtosopport tlulchikl forthencxt20)'Clii'S. And this 
Is increaslncly the situalion f('JI' men a.~ well a~ women. as men become 
more actively ln,·otvcd in parellllng. lllC result is that the )'OUng 
academic who nuy want to st.m a r~ng J:TOUp ln a home for ba!le!W 
women or in a llomc for strcl1 kids. as opposed to rc<Kiinc the latest 
lnlhologyofpos~-. post-. posuoodcrnlllcory v.ith a capital T. iS 1101 
Hkclytogcttcnurcorcvcna full-timcposilion. MorL'O\'CT, the theories 
lnformini: soch acth-ism may be dismissed as n:Uve or well-meaning 00. 
goodism. unless they are embodl~ In suit~bly sophlsticnlcd and 
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philosophical publications informt'CI by commodilicd fomts of Marxist 
n.tty. 

Ma)·belhestalcofaffairslhawdcscritx:dwillforrnan<:wsilcof 
resi.Rance in the new "·orld ordt.-r as uni1·~'f"Sity hudgciS are cut, and 
unJvcnitlesincrcasinglymOO..:l!OCirstructurcunprlvatccorpor:llions.lllc 
differences bel"ttn aca<Jcmic migranl "'Orl.:crs and OUI<.'f groups of 
exploited workt:rs will begin to dissolve and iht'fC will be a ncwcla."'l 
solidarity.. Butthisisheglnningtnsoun<llike a Marxist dream And 
wttat is a dream hut the heglnnlng or a theory? And how ooes one 
distinguish between the theory tltll aln"t and tliC llll'O!)' thal Is, UIC 

'Thettyth.atconstitutesandnx:onstllutcsthepowersthalbeandthctheory 
th.llrcslstsandrccollSlilutesthemwllh oo"cxtraortlinarypowcr"?lllc 
re•-olutions. one hopes. will continue-though nlakc. a~ Northrop Frye 
was fond of pointing out to hls cli.SSC$, was wry aw31'C that a re•·olution 
cooldalsobe acloscdcirck. 
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