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Michel Foucault: What Is An Author?  1969
A series of questions for deserving attention in the context:

·  How was the author individualized in a culture?

·  What was the status (authenticity and attribution) given to the author?

·  What were the systems of valorization in which the author was included?
Foucault set his focus on the singular relationship that holds between an author and a text.

2 major themes of the illustration of finished written or spoken products:
1. The writing has freed itself from the necessity of “expression” 
( transformed as “interplay of signs”, which is because of a reversal:
- the writing refers only to itself, which moves inevitably over the          confines of interiority; 
- but we recognize the writing in its exterior deployment (ex: the name of the author).
2. The kinship between writing and death.
· Where a work has duty of creating immortality, it attains the right to proceed to the disappearance of the author.

Essential knowledge:
1. The task of criticism: 

· To concern itself with the internal relationships of a work.
· To consider what of a context questions the concept of a work.

Ex.: a reversal:


  - What is necessary to its composition by a person called an “author”?

   - If an individual is not an author, by what we classify “his” compositions from others?

2. The notion of écriture:
· It transposed the empirical characteristics of an author 
( a transcendental anonymity.

· It sustains the privileges of the author through priori.
Slogan: “The author has disappeared.”
· The function of the name of the author: indicator to a certain extent.
-
The indicators are not totally determined either descriptive or designative functions.

-
The present function of the name of the author: serves as a means of classification, means a particular manner of existence of discourse.

· Short: the name of an author is a variable which accompanies certain texts to the exclusion of others.
The “author” as a function of discourse

· 4 features of the “author-function” of discourse (1631)
1. The “author-function” circumscribes the realm of discourses.

2. The “author-function” is not universal or constant in all discourse.
The author disappeared as an index of truthfulness or inventions.
Literary anonymity was excluded from this function and interested only as a puzzle.
3. The “author-function” is not formed spontaneously through the simple attribution of a discourse to an individual.
It alters from different periods and discourses.
4. It does not refer to an actual individual (as a variety of egos, a series of subjective positions).
The author as “Initiators of discursive practices”
· The author is not only the creator of a text, rather the establisher of the endless possibility of a discourse. The author makes analogies and classifies differences for further possibilities (discourses).
Ex.: Marx is not simply the author of Communist Manifesto.
· The initiation of a discursive practice is heterogeneous to its ulterior transformations.
The initiation of a discursive practice is distinct from its later developments and transformations, but as the primary points of reference.
· The practitioners (of a discourse) must “return to the origin”. Features:

A. The return (a part of the discursive mechanism) is an effective and necessary means of transforming discursive practice.
B. The returns reinforce the enigmatic link between an author and his works. For a text is the work of a particular author, and the returns form a relationship between “fundamental” and “mediate“ author.
· The purpose to set up the opposition of the initiation and the founding of sciences: merely to show the “author-function”.
Postscript:
· As he assumes, there is a decided absence of positive propositions in this essay.

· To Foucault, the analysis of discourse to his days has come to study the mode that a discourse exists.

· He asserts that the subject, the author, must be stripped of its creative role and analyzed as a complex and variable function.
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