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th
at aren

’t. Fran
k Sin

atra retires bu
t retu

rn
s. M

ich
ael Jordan

 fin
-

ish
es h

is career th
en

 restarts it. B
ill C

lin
ton

 is th
e C

om
eback K

id. A
 failed can

didate for th
e

C
aliforn

ia govern
orsh

ip says “You
 w

on
’t h

ave N
ixon

 to kick arou
n

d an
ym

ore” in
 w

h
at is billed as

h
is last press con

feren
ce. Six years later, h

e w
in

s th
e Presiden

cy. In
 A

u
stralian

 football, com
m

en
ta-

tors refer to players recovered from
 in

ju
ry or defeat as m

akin
g “Th

e greatest com
eback sin

ce
Lazaru

s.” D
on

 C
h

erry opposes th
e C

an
adian

 govern
m

en
t over th

e 2003 in
vasion

 of Iraq th
en

an
n

ou
n

ces “th
is cou

ld be th
e en

d” of Coach’s Corner
becau

se h
e is, actu

ally, a rath
er du

ll, predictable
civil servan

t. Sadly, of cou
rse, it w

asn
’t.

Th
e w

orlds of en
tertain

m
en

t, sports, an
d politics are littered w

ith
 en

din
gs th

at are n
ot, from

“Th
e E

n
d” follow

ed by “B
u

t Jam
es B

on
d w

ill retu
rn

 in
…

” to w
ee M

atth
ew

 B
roderick qu

izzin
g th

e
crow

d as to w
h

y th
ey’ve stayed after th

e credits in
 Ferris B

ueller’s D
ay O

ff(Joh
n

 H
u

gu
es, 1986), fin

d-
in

g a w
ay to broker B

rech
tian

 distan
tiation

 w
ith

 Joh
n

 H
u

gh
es h

u
m

ou
r (“It’s over. G

o h
om

e”). H
ow

righ
t G

odard w
as to say “A

 story sh
ou

ld h
ave a begin

n
in

g, a m
iddle an

d an
 en

d, bu
t n

ot n
ecessar-

ily in
 th

at order.”
“Th

e E
n

d of th
e H

u
m

an
ities” is clearly a silly title. It risks m

ockery for several reason
s, th

e m
ost

obviou
s on

e bein
g th

at it is easily disproved by h
istory. Tom

orrow
 you

’ll w
ake u

p an
d th

ere’ll still
be a h

u
m

an
ities. A

n
d th

ere m
ay be m

an
y tom

orrow
s.

B
u

t I actu
ally th

in
k th

e en
d is

com
in

g, at least in
 th

e U
n

ited States. Th
e U

S version
 of th

e
h

u
m

an
ities is dyin

g, if n
ot rh

etorically (it’s h
ard to sh

u
t th

em
 u

p) th
en

 n
u

m
erically. H

ere’s w
h

y.
I draw

 on
 data presen

ted in
 B

low
 U

p the H
um

anities 1
to m

ake m
y case. To spare you

 en
dless cita-

tion
s, su

pport for m
y n

u
tty claim

s is con
tain

ed th
ere. B

u
t th

is is n
ot ju

st a crib, reiteration
, or free

version
 of th

at book. It’s also a respon
se to reaction

s to m
y ideas, n

otably in
 th

e Los A
ngeles R

eview
of B

ooks 2
an

d variou
s ven

u
es w

h
ere I’ve presen

ted th
e argu

m
en

t over th
e last year or so, su

ch
 as

W
estm

in
ster U

n
iversity, th

e Sch
ool of O

rien
tal an

d A
frican

 Stu
dies, K

in
g’s C

ollege Lon
don

, th
e U

S
N

ation
al In

stitu
te for Tech

n
ology in

 Liberal E
du

cation
, th

e C
u

ltu
ral Stu

dies A
ssociation

 (U
S), an

d
th

e E
u

ropean
 C

on
sortiu

m
 of H

u
m

an
ities R

esearch
 In

stitu
tes an

d C
en

tres. I h
ave also looked at
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press articles on
 th

e book. 3
I kn

ow
 it’s n

eu
rotic to collect an

d prom
ote review

s, an
d tediou

s to read
t h

em
. In

stitu
tion

al n
arcissism

 con
stitu

tes th
e en

ds of academ
ia th

ese days. Pardon
 th

e etc.
Th

e poin
t is th

at B
low

 U
p the H

um
anities

h
as provoked som

e in
terestin

g reaction
s th

at h
ave

stim
u

lated m
e to reth

in
k part of it, to reth

in
k th

e n
otion

 th
at it is fin

ish
ed, an

d to w
rite th

is piece.
Let’s begin

 w
ith

 an
 adu

m
bration

 of th
e book’s m

ain
 argu

m
en

t: th
e h

u
m

an
ities in

 th
e U

n
ited States

are u
n

popu
lar w

ith
 stu

den
ts, u

n
popu

lar w
ith

 politician
s, an

d u
n

popu
lar w

ith
 bu

reau
crats.

Th
e h

u
m

an
ities’ sh

are of m
ajors stan

ds at 8-12%
 of th

e n
ation

’s 110,000 u
n

dergradu
ates.

Th
at’s less th

an
 h

alf th
e figu

re from
 th

e 1960s an
d th

e low
est poin

t sin
ce th

e Secon
d W

orld W
ar.

D
ow

n
tu

rn
s in

 stu
den

t in
terest align

 w
ith

 tw
o ph

en
om

en
a: prolon

ged recession
s, su

ch
 as th

ose
cu

rated by R
epu

blican
 A

dm
in

istration
s from

 R
on

ald R
eagan

 to th
e G

eorge B
u

sh
es, an

d an
 em

erg-
in

g passion
 for seem

in
gly in

stru
m

en
tal stu

dy areas su
ch

 as bu
sin

ess an
d govern

m
en

t, especially in
pu

blic sch
ools design

ed for th
e proletariat an

d th
e m

iddle class.
B

etw
een

 1970-1971 an
d 2003-2004, E

n
glish

 m
ajors declin

ed from
 7.6%

 to 3.9%
 of th

e
n

ation
al total, oth

er lan
gu

ages an
d literatu

res from
 2.5%

 to 1.3%
, ph

ilosoph
y an

d religiou
s stu

dies
from

 0.9%
 to 0.7%

, an
d h

istory from
 18.5%

 to 10.7%
. B

y con
trast, bu

sin
ess en

rollm
en

ts in
creased

176%
, an

d com
m

u
n

ication
 stu

dies sh
ot u

p 616%
. Th

ose n
u

m
bers form

 th
e backdrop to th

e
h

u
m

an
ities in

 U
S h

igh
er edu

cation
. W

e m
u

st recogn
ize th

at reality an
d see past th

e rare privilege
th

at sh
ields a tin

y n
u

m
ber of u

n
iversities an

d facu
lty from

 su
ch

 slin
gs an

d arrow
s.

Th
e govern

m
en

t’s preferen
ces are as clear as th

ose of th
e stu

den
ts. Th

e 2009 A
m

erican
R

ecovery an
d R

ein
vestm

en
t A

ct provided n
ot a cen

t to h
u

m
an

ities research
; scien

ce received U
S$3

billion
. B

arack H
u

ssein
 O

bam
a II’s 2011 State of th

e U
n

ion
 address, w

h
ich

 called for in
creased

expen
ditu

re on
 m

ath
 an

d scien
ce, did n

ot m
en

tion
 th

e h
u

m
an

ities. Th
e R

epu
blican

 Party h
as

an
n

ou
n

ced its desire to exterm
in

ate th
e N

ation
al E

n
dow

m
en

t for th
e H

u
m

an
ities (N

E
H

) (w
h

ich
gives a sm

all portion
 of its paltry fu

n
ds to u

n
iversities an

yw
ay). N

ation
al Scien

ce Fou
n

dation
 (N

SF)
gran

ts w
en

t from
 bein

g five tim
es th

e size of th
eir N

E
H

 equ
ivalen

ts in
 1979 to 33 tim

es larger in
1997. In

 2007, th
e N

E
H

 received 0.5%
 of th

e N
ation

al In
stitu

tes of H
ealth

’s bu
dget an

d 3%
 of th

e
N

SF’s, w
h

ile in
 2010, a pitifu

l 0.45%
 of Federal research

 su
pport w

en
t to th

e h
u

m
an

ities. 
N

o w
on

der cam
pu

s adm
in

istrators cu
t an

d cu
t. In

 2009, ju
st 53%

 of h
u

m
an

ities facu
lty w

as in
fu

ll-tim
e em

ploym
en

t, an
d an

 even
 sm

aller proportion
 in

 ten
u

rable position
s. C

om
pared w

ith
 oth

er
fields, ten

u
re-track h

irin
g in

 lan
gu

age an
d literatu

re occu
rs at tw

o-th
irds th

e n
ation

al average.
M

ost people teach
in

g th
e h

u
m

an
ities w

ork fu
ll-tim

e in
 secon

d-tier sch
ools w

ith
 gigan

tic cou
rse

loads, often
 on

 lim
ited-term

 con
tracts, or as freew

ay professors, drivin
g feverish

ly betw
een

 teach
-

in
g jobs to cobble togeth

er a livin
g. Th

ou
san

ds of adju
n

cts each
 year aw

ait last-m
in

u
te ph

on
e calls

an
d m

essages askin
g th

em
 to teach

 large om
n

ibu
s su

rvey cou
rses, becau

se ten
u

red or ju
n

ior facu
lty

are doin
g th

eir “ow
n

” w
ork. A

ll too m
an

y stu
den

ts go lookin
g for th

e “professor” w
h

o tau
gh

t th
em

last qu
arter—

bu
t th

at “professor” didn
’t h

ave an
 office, isn

’t back th
is year, an

d h
as in

 fact been
 for-

gotten
 by all con

cern
ed oth

er th
an

 th
e person

n
el departm

en
t, w

h
ich

 h
as closed its files u

n
til th

e
call goes ou

t again
 for th

e reserve arm
y of th

e professoriate to em
erge from

 h
igh

w
ay h

ell in
 tim

e
of n

eed.
M

ean
w

h
ile, th

e com
parative m

on
etary w

orth
 of ten

u
rable facu

lty is dim
in

ish
in

g. In
 2003,

h
ealth

 academ
ics w

ere paid an
 average of U

S$6,000 m
ore th

an
 in

 1987, du
rin

g w
h

ich
 tim

e th
e

h
u

m
an

ities average declin
ed by a th

ou
san

d dollars; in
 2005-2006, a bu

sin
ess academ

ic cost tw
ice

as m
u

ch
 as a h

u
m

an
ities on

e, com
pared to on

e an
d a h

alf tim
es as m

u
ch

 tw
en

ty years earlier.
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H
ow

 did th
is h

appen
?

F ifty years ago, th
e great political th

eorist R
alph

 M
iliban

d addressed th
e state of th

e h
u

m
an

i-
ties in

 th
e U

S. H
e fou

n
d a bizarre m

ixtu
re of “th

e h
ierarch

ical graces of E
u

rope” an
d a “rom

an
tic

vision
 of van

ish
ed A

m
erica, ru

ral, sm
all-tow

n
, face-to-face”

4—
som

eth
in

g th
at n

ever w
as versu

s
som

eth
in

g qu
ickly lost. H

ow
 righ

t h
e w

as to iden
tify th

e con
tin

gen
t n

atu
re of th

is fan
tasy.

Th
e vast grow

th
 in

 h
igh

er edu
cation

 in
 th

e U
S sin

ce th
at tim

e h
as taken

 place am
on

g th
e

low
er-m

iddle an
d w

orkin
g classes. Th

ey en
rol in

 state sch
ools th

at are m
ore vocation

al th
an

 private
on

es, w
ith

 su
pply an

d dem
an

d som
e distan

ce from
 n

arcissistic fan
tasies of sm

all sem
in

ars an
d eth

-
ical self-stylin

g. Th
e vast m

ajority doesn
’t w

an
t a gen

tlem
an

’s edu
cation

 or a lady’s fin
ish

in
g sch

ool
as per liberal arts colleges an

d Ivies.
Yet m

y an
alysis seem

s ou
t of join

t in
 th

e con
text of th

e pu
blic rh

etoric of an
d abou

t th
e h

u
m

an
-

ities, w
h

ere debate th
rives over literary represen

tation
s of race an

d gen
der, th

e can
on

, cu
ltu

ral pol-
itics, an

d so on
, an

d th
e N

ew
 York Tim

es ju
st can

’t h
elp itself each

 tim
e

th
e M

odern
 Lan

gu
age

A
ssociation

’s an
n

u
al con

ven
tion

 rolls arou
n

d an
d an

 asin
in

e colu
m

n
 is fired off in

 th
e direction

 of
a ju

n
ior professor w

h
o h

as dared to u
n

dertake a qu
eer readin

g of Jan
e A

u
sten

.
Th

e disju
n

ctu
re betw

een
 th

at pu
blic stru

ggle over developm
en

ts in
 textu

al an
alysis an

d th
e real

political econ
om

y of th
e h

u
m

an
ities is easily explain

ed: th
ere are tw

o h
u

m
an

ities in
 th

e U
n

ited
States. Th

e distin
ction

 betw
een

 th
em

, w
h

ich
 is far from

 absolu
te bu

t h
eu

ristically an
d statistically

persu
asive, places literatu

re, h
istory, an

d ph
ilosoph

y on
 on

e side (H
u

m
an

ities O
n

e), an
d com

m
u

-
n

ication
 stu

dies on
 th

e oth
er (H

u
m

an
ities Tw

o).
H

u
m

an
ities O

n
e prim

arily resides in
 R

esearch
-O

n
e private u

n
iversities, w

ee liberal arts col-
leges, an

d a few
 privileged state sch

ools, w
h

ere th
e bourgeoisie

an
d its favou

red su
baltern

s are
tu

tored in
 fin

ish
in

g sch
ool an

d gradu
ate stu

den
ts are tau

gh
t to believe th

ey w
ill teach

 su
ch

 people
after com

pletin
g th

eir doctorates. H
u

m
an

ities O
n

e is ven
erable, pow

erfu
l, an

d ten
ds to determ

in
e

h
ow

 th
e sector is discu

ssed in
 pu

blic—
bu

t alm
ost n

o on
e stu

dies it.
H

u
m

an
ities Tw

o is th
e h

u
m

an
ities of everyday state sch

ools an
d is focu

sed m
ore on

 u
n

dergrad-
u

ates’ job prospects—
bu

t h
as n

o m
edia profile. H

u
m

an
ities O

n
e dom

in
ates rh

etorically. H
u

m
an

ities
Tw

o dom
in

ates n
u

m
erically. Th

ou
san

ds of gradu
ate stu

den
ts are ch

u
rn

ed ou
t of th

e system
 based

on
 th

e fan
tasy th

at th
ese tw

o h
u

m
an

ities are on
e an

d w
ill con

tin
u

e as cu
rren

tly con
stitu

ted.
Th

is class division
 correspon

ds to th
e w

ay th
at federal fu

n
din

g fetish
izes th

e tw
o h

u
m

an
ities

aw
ay from

 m
ore prized form

s of kn
ow

ledge, w
h

ich
 are cu

ltivated via th
e N

SF an
d th

e N
ation

al
In

stitu
tes of H

ealth
. It m

u
st en

d (so to speak).
N

ot everyon
e con

n
ects th

ese tren
ds to fiscal crises cau

sed by R
epu

blican
 spen

d-don
’t-tax

in
com

peten
ce, bipartisan

 im
perialism

, an
d th

e proletarian
ization

 of h
igh

er edu
cation

. A
 form

er
Presiden

t of W
esleyan

 an
d E

m
ory U

n
iversities, W

illiam
 C

h
ace, su

ggests th
e declin

e h
appen

ed as a
con

sequ
en

ce of “th
e failu

re of E
n

glish
 across th

e cou
n

try to ch
am

pion
, w

ith
 passion

, th
e books th

ey
teach

 an
d to m

ake a stron
g case to u

n
dergradu

ates th
at th

e kn
ow

ledge of th
ose books an

d th
e tra-

dition
 in

 w
h

ich
 th

ey exist is a h
u

m
an

 good in
 itself.” H

e lam
en

ts a focu
s on

 “secon
dary con

sidera-
tion

s 
(iden

tity 
stu

dies, 
abstru

se 
th

eory, 
sexu

ality, 
film

 
an

d 
popu

lar 
cu

ltu
re).” 

Th
e 

arch
arch

-bu
reau

crat recalls h
is salad stu

den
t days as a period of “self-reflection

, in
n

ocen
ce, an

d a casu
al

irrespon
sibility abou

t w
h

at w
as com

in
g n

ext.”
5

I h
ave to give som

e room
 to su

ch
 rem

arks in
 order

to perform
 fairn

ess. B
u

t even
 am

on
gst u

n
dergrads at th

e Ivy Leagu
es an

d little liberal arts colleges,
w

h
ere th

e tradition
al h

u
m

an
ities still en

rol pretty w
ell, th

e tradition
 of W

estern
 civilization

, th
at
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h
ybrid w

e are m
ean

t to teach
 as if it w

ere oth
erw

ise, is n
ot lookin

g so good as a gu
ide to th

e pu
r-

s u
it of life, liberty, an

d Facebook frien
ds. N

ation
s th

at grew
 w

ealth
y from

 slavery, im
perialism

, w
ar,

colon
ialism

, an
d capitalism

 are in
 disarray. Th

ey h
ave qu

arried w
h

at th
ey can

 qu
arry an

d ou
t-

sou
rced w

h
at th

ey can
 ou

tsou
rce. Q

u
eerin

g Jan
e A

u
sten

 w
on

’t cu
t it.

In
 an

y even
t, I’ve clearly been

 proceedin
g in

du
ctively h

ere. H
avin

g establish
ed th

at th
ere is a

crisis in
 th

in
gs called “th

e h
u

m
an

ities,” w
e n

ow
 n

eed to ask, w
h

at are
th

ey?
In

 1965, th
e U

n
ited States C

on
gress listed th

e follow
in

g h
u

m
an

ities fields: arch
aeology, com

-
parative religion

, eth
ics, h

istory, lan
gu

ages an
d lin

gu
istics, literatu

re, ju
rispru

den
ce, ph

ilosoph
y,

an
d h

istory, th
eory, an

d criticism
 of th

e arts. Th
e M

ellon
 Fou

n
dation

, probably th
e n

ation
’s biggest

fu
n

der of th
e sector at u

pw
ards of U

S$200 m
illion

 a year, privileges h
istory, literatu

re, an
d ph

ilos-
oph

y. Th
e N

ew
 York Tim

es
defin

es th
e h

u
m

an
ities as lan

gu
ages, literatu

re, th
e arts, h

istory, cu
ltu

ral
stu

dies, ph
ilosoph

y, an
d religion

. Th
e bias tow

ards literary criticism
 in

 su
ch

 defin
ition

s is particu
-

larly stron
g. Th

e A
m

erican
 C

ou
n

cil of Learn
ed Societies (A

C
LS), for exam

ple, w
h

ich
 represen

ts
dozen

s of profession
al association

s w
ith

 m
em

bersh
ips betw

een
 500 an

d 150,000 people, describes
th

e h
igh

 priest of criticism
 M

atth
ew

 A
rn

old as a “great V
ictorian

 spokesm
an

 for h
u

m
an

ities an
d cu

l-
tu

re.”
6

A
rn

old elevated criticism
 over oth

er form
s of kn

ow
ledge as a focu

s on
 “the best that is know

n
and thought in the w

orld.”
7

1875: 45. Th
is im

plied both
 a disciplin

ed approach
 to th

e m
ateriality of

texts—
w

h
at th

ey say—
alon

g w
ith

 a con
cern

 for th
e form

s of life th
ey represen

t. 8

I th
in

k th
is is th

e cru
cial lin

k betw
een

 th
e Tim

es
ridicu

lin
g qu

eer th
eory an

d th
e self-legislatin

g
sph

ere of H
u

m
an

ities O
n

e, in
 all its vain

gloriou
s isolation

. For th
is is actu

ally abou
t th

e U
S’s in

car-
n

ation
 of n

ation
al self-form

ation
 an

d im
perial leadersh

ip, in
 th

e days before su
ch

 th
in

gs w
ere th

e
provin

ce of tech
n

ological kn
ow

ledge, an
d th

e often
 progressive legatees of th

at self-an
oin

tm
en

t.
H

en
ce C

on
gress an

n
ou

n
cin

g in
 th

e 1960s th
at “th

e w
orld leadersh

ip w
h

ich
 h

as com
e to th

e U
n

ited
States can

n
ot rest solely u

pon
 su

perior pow
er, w

ealth
, an

d tech
n

ology, bu
t m

u
st be solidly fou

n
ded

u
pon

 w
orldw

ide respect an
d adm

iration
 for th

e N
ation

’s h
igh

 qu
alities as a leader in

 th
e realm

 of
ideas an

d of th
e spirit.”

9

Th
is perspective h

as a lon
g tradition

 in
 R

om
an

tic su
bjectivity. K

an
t’s Critique of Judgm

entargu
ed

th
at cu

ltu
re en

su
red “con

form
ity to law

s w
ith

ou
t th

e law
.”

10
U

n
iversities m

u
st u

se aesth
etics to

gen
erate “m

orally practical precepts,”
11

sch
oolin

g people to tran
scen

d particu
lar in

terests via th
e

developm
en

t of a “public
sen

se, i.e.a critical facu
lty w

h
ich

 in
 its reflective act takes accou

n
t (a pri-

ori) 
of 

th
e 

m
ode 

of 
represen

tation
…

 
to 

w
eigh

t 
its 

ju
dgm

en
t 

w
ith

 
th

e 
collective 

reason
 

of
m

an
kin

d.”
12

H
is Political W

ritings
en

visage “em
ergence from

…
 self-incurred im

m
aturity” in

depen
den

t of
religiou

s, govern
m

en
tal, or com

m
ercial direction

, an
im

ated by th
e desire to lead rath

er th
an

 con
-

su
m

e. 13
For C

oleridge, “th
e fou

n
tain

 h
eads of th

e h
u

m
an

ities” are “w
atch

in
g over” th

e scien
ces,

“cu
ltivatin

g an
d en

largin
g th

e kn
ow

ledge already possessed” becau
se “w

e m
u

st be m
en

 in
 order to

be citizen
s.”

14

In
 im

perial B
ritain

, th
e h

u
m

an
ities form

ed “th
e core of th

e edu
cation

al system
 an

d w
ere

believed to h
ave pecu

liar virtu
es in

 produ
cin

g politician
s, civil servan

ts, Im
perial adm

in
istrators an

d
legislators” becau

se th
ey in

carn
ated an

d in
dexed “th

e arcan
e w

isdom
 of th

e E
stablish

m
en

t”
15—

w
h

at A
rn

old called “th
at pow

erfu
l bu

t at presen
t som

ew
h

at n
arrow

-ton
ed organ

, th
e m

odern
E

n
glish

m
an

.”
16

A
 cen

tu
ry ago, U

S u
n

iversities w
ere dom

in
ated in

 th
eir tu

rn
 by m

oral ph
ilosoph

y,
Latin

, an
d G

reek in
 an

 attem
pt to m

atch
 an

d tran
scen

d th
e “n

arrow
-ton

ed organ
.”

Th
e 

tw
o 

h
u

m
an

ities 
represen

t 
residu

al 
an

d 
em

ergen
t 

h
egem

on
ic 

form
s 

of 
th

is 
h

istory.
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H
u

m
an

ities O
n

e h
as been

 abou
t recreatin

g E
u

ropean
n

ess as per M
iliban

d, A
rn

old, an
d so on

. Its
l egacy is th

e relative au
ton

om
y accorded su

ch
 m

ission
s, its ben

eficiaries often
 qu

ite radical th
in

kers.
H

u
m

an
ities Tw

o is abou
t m

an
agin

g a varied popu
lation

, divided by lan
gu

age an
d class as it alw

ays
w

as, bu
t w

ith
 th

e n
eed for all to u

n
dergo th

e civilizin
g im

pu
lse in

 order to in
doctrin

ate an
d train

.
Th

is division
 jeopardizes th

e fu
tu

re of both
 ten

den
cies in

 a w
orld of dim

in
ish

ed in
terest in

 th
e tra-

dition
al h

u
m

an
ities, an

d m
in

im
al recogn

ition
 of th

e m
ore popu

lar h
u

m
an

ities. D
oes blow

in
g u

p th
e

h
u

m
an

ities m
ean

 explodin
g th

em
 w

ith
 an

 in
cen

diary device, or re-in
flatin

g th
em

 as a ballon d’essai?
Th

e A
ssociation

 of A
m

erican
 C

olleges an
d U

n
iversities (A

A
C

U
) w

elcom
es W

ired
m

agazin
e’s

prom
u

lgation
 in

 2010 of a “N
eoliberal A

rts.”
17 Th

e A
ssociation

 prou
dly advises th

at “W
ired

N
am

es
th

e N
eoliberal A

rts—
A

n
d Th

ey Look a Lot Like A
A

C
U

’s E
ssen

tial Learn
in

g O
u

tcom
es.” Th

e “n
eolib-

eral arts” are described as “h
igh

er learn
in

g for h
igh

ly evolved h
u

m
an

s.” Th
is bu

ys in
to tw

o, seem
-

in
gly con

tradictory, im
pu

lses. O
n

 th
e on

e h
an

d, n
eoliberalism

 stan
ds for an

 u
tterly depth

less n
orm

,
w

h
ere ch

an
ge, ch

oice, ch
an

ce, an
d com

petition
 are th

e vocabu
lary. C

on
versely, evolu

tion
, despite

its m
an

date in
 ch

an
ge, is abou

t very, very slow
 respon

siven
ess to altered m

aterial circu
m

stan
ces.

W
ired’s cu

rricu
lu

m
 is ban

ally obviou
s. It in

vokes statistics, diplom
acy, cu

ltu
re, th

ou
gh

t, com
m

u
n

i-
cation

, an
d n

atu
re, albeit w

ith
 u

pdated application
s—

H
u

m
an

ities O
n

e m
eets Tw

o, w
ith

 very little
added.

B
u

t w
h

ile th
at option

 is flaw
ed, th

e pu
sh

 for som
eth

in
g n

ew
 sim

ply h
as to be join

ed—
an

d
ch

an
ged. Th

e A
A

C
U

 says “a con
sen

su
s is em

ergin
g abou

t th
e kin

d of edu
cation

 th
at A

m
erican

s
n

eed to th
rive in

 a kn
ow

ledge-in
ten

sive econ
om

y, a globally en
gaged dem

ocracy, an
d a society

w
h

ere in
n

ovation
 is essen

tial.”
18 E

m
ployers clearly in

dicate th
at th

ey w
an

t college gradu
ates,

regardless of disciplin
e, w

ith
 kn

ow
ledge of tech

n
ology, cu

ltu
ral diversity, an

d globalization
. Forbes

m
agazin

e w
orries th

at state in
vestm

en
t in

 apparen
tly in

stru
m

en
tal su

bjects su
ch

 as en
gin

eerin
g

on
ly en

gages h
alf th

e n
eeds of in

n
ovation

 an
d grow

th
, becau

se it ign
ores “creativity, artistry, in

tu
-

ition
, sym

bology, fan
tasy, em

otion
s.” Th

is bias m
u

st go, in
 favou

r of cu
rricu

la design
ed to form

“w
h

ole-brain
 scien

tists,” u
n

like th
e n

arrow
 ou

tcom
es produ

ced by state fu
n

din
g stim

u
li. M

ost en
gi-

n
eers an

d tech
n

ologists w
ork ou

tside academ
ia an

d m
u

st h
en

ce fu
n

ction
 in

 m
ixed com

pan
y, so

th
eir train

in
g sh

ou
ld also be m

ixed, as per liberal edu
cation

. 19
A

n
d th

e A
C

LS h
as recogn

ized th
at

its m
ission

 m
u

st be w
ider th

an
 th

e w
orld im

agin
ed by littérateurs, via “th

e fou
n

dation
s of aesth

etic,
eth

ical, an
d cu

ltu
ral valu

es,” w
h

ich
 expressly in

clu
de an

th
ropology, psych

ology, an
d sociology. 20

So w
h

at sh
ou

ld h
appen

 in
 th

e U
S?

Th
is is w

h
ere B

low
 U

p the H
um

naities seem
ed to tail off in

 th
e eyes of readers an

d listen
ers.

M
iller got reason

able m
arks for h

is critiqu
e, th

ou
gh

 som
e th

ou
gh

t it w
as ru

bbish
 or already w

ell
kn

ow
n

. B
u

t h
e fell dow

n
 on

 h
is prescription

s. Th
ey lacked detail. W

h
at w

as to be H
u

m
an

ities
Th

ree?It m
u

st derive from
 w

h
at I see as th

e in
tellectu

al core th
at is com

m
on

 across both
 form

s of th
e

h
u

m
an

ities: th
e stru

ggle for m
ean

in
g—

h
ow

 it is establish
ed an

d disestablish
ed, an

d w
h

at it is. Th
is

is clearly cen
tral to h

istorical in
terpretation

, ph
ilosoph

ical specu
lation

, textu
al an

alysis, lin
gu

istic
train

in
g, legal preceden

t, political th
eory, religiou

s su
perstition

, cu
ltu

ral produ
ction

, an
d socio-cu

l-
tu

ral organ
ization

. Syn
th

esizin
g an

d h
igh

ligh
tin

g th
ese com

m
on

alities in
side a m

ore com
preh

en
-

sive an
d m

aterialist m
eth

od w
ou

ld equ
ip stu

den
ts for con

tem
porary citizen

sh
ip an

d w
ork.

H
ere is th

e fu
tu

re for th
e h

u
m

an
ities: com

preh
en

sive, om
n

ibu
s su

rvey cou
rses abou

t h
ow

m
ean

in
g is m

ade, circu
lated, an

d received in
 all m

edia—
ru

n
n

in
g across scien

ce, capital, fiction
, law

,
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scien
ce, sport, n

ew
s, h

istory, an
d politics. Th

at m
ean

s u
n

dertakin
g research

 in
to th

ese topics an
d

a ssociated fields, w
ith

 n
ecessary foci

on
 bu

sin
ess, govern

m
en

t, labou
r, an

d dem
ograph

y, breakin
g

dow
n

 th
e bin

arism
 of aesth

etics from
 politics as part of dw

ellin
g in

 a n
etw

orked, com
petitive, global

labou
r m

arket an
d citizen

 pool. In
 policy term

s, th
at m

ean
s argu

in
g for a n

ew
 N

ation
al R

esearch
C

ou
n

cil th
at w

ill break dow
n

 th
e an

tiqu
ated bin

aries of a bygon
e age, allow

in
g people w

h
o stu

dy
m

edia au
dien

ces from
 com

m
u

n
ication

s or film
 to w

ork w
ith

 political scien
tists, an

th
ropologists, an

d
sociologists to do so.

Th
e h

u
m

an
ities’ m

argin
al statu

s in
 th

e U
S derives from

 th
e fact th

at w
e are regarded as a su

per-
stru

ctu
ral orn

am
en

t. Th
e econ

om
ic redu

ction
ism

 abju
red by th

e h
u

m
an

ities is n
o lon

ger a su
stain

-
able 

alibi 
for 

dodgin
g 

th
e 

pow
er 

an
d 

applicability 
of 

n
u

m
bers 

an
d 

stru
ctu

res. 
Th

e 
taste 

for
in

terpretation
, 

for 
sin

gle-text 
an

alysis, 
for 

th
e 

R
om

an
tic 

elevation
 

of 
con

sciou
sn

ess, 
for 

a
h

erm
en

eu
tics of su

spicion
, for a n

otion
 of eth

ical in
com

pleten
ess, rem

ain
s vibran

t, even
 fou

n
da-

tion
al. A

s th
e object of an

alysis u
n

dergoes m
u

ltiple tran
sform

ation
s, an

d becom
es a force of m

ate-
rial as m

u
ch

 as sym
bolic pow

er, atten
tion

 m
u

st tu
rn

 to th
eorizin

g th
e econ

om
y an

d its relation
s to

cu
ltu

re.
To be m

ore specific: h
ere’s a qu

iz th
at borrow

s from
 B

low
 U

p the H
um

anities
to su

ggest som
e

qu
estion

s on
e m

igh
t address w

h
en

 con
stru

ctin
g classes on

 u
pliftin

g books, or sen
din

g you
n

g littéra-
teurs

on
to th

e freew
ay in

 search
 of th

e n
on

-R
esearch

 O
n

e exit. Try it ou
t on

 you
r frien

ds at a
Jan

u
ary tailgate party or a ballpark n

ext su
m

m
er if con

versation
 is flaggin

g. D
o th

e literatu
re pro-

fessors am
on

g you
 kn

ow
:

• th
e n

u
m

ber of books sold in
 th

e cou
n

tries you
 stu

dy?
• h

ow
 m

an
y people bu

y or borrow
 books each

 year, an
d w

h
at proportion

 read virtu
al or m

aterial
version

s?
• w

h
ich

 com
pan

ies dom
in

ate pu
blish

in
g an

d w
h

y?
• h

ow
 m

an
y pu

blish
ers th

ere are n
ow

 versu
s ten

 or 20 years ago?
• em

pirical research
 on

 form
s of readin

g? 
• h

ow
 books are option

ed for adaptation
 as film

s?
C

an
 you

 explain
:

• th
e bu

sin
ess stru

ctu
re of th

e in
du

stry?
• th

e experien
ce of w

orkin
g in

 it as a forester, editor, or driver?
• th

e relation
sh

ips of n
ovelists, agen

ts, an
d editors?

• h
ow

 books appear in
 th

e fron
t of ch

ain
 stores (or are n

ever in
 stock)?

• th
e role of th

e In
tern

ation
al Pu

blish
ers A

ssociation
, th

e Pan
 A

frican
 B

ooksellers A
ssociation

,
th

e B
ook In

du
stry Stu

dy G
rou

p, th
e Pu

blish
ers D

atabase for R
espon

sible an
d E

th
ical Paper

Sou
rcin

g, th
e Federation

 of In
dian

 Pu
blish

ers, th
e Fédération

 des E
diteu

rs E
u

ropéen
s, th

e
Society of Pu

blish
ers in

 A
sia, an

d th
e B

ook In
du

stry E
n

viron
m

en
tal C

ou
n

cil?
• cu

ltu
ral policies affectin

g pu
blish

ers an
d libraries?

• w
h

y th
e m

arket for books of literary th
eory an

d criticism
 is dram

atically sh
rin

kin
g? 

• th
e relative en

viron
m

en
tal im

pact of e-books versu
s paper on

es?
Fu

rth
er, are you

 teach
in

g classes abou
t, or does an

yon
e in

 you
r departm

en
t explain

 to stu
den

ts, th
e

U
S D

igital M
illen

n
iu

m
 C

opyrigh
t A

ct, w
h

ich
 jeopardizes fair u

se by tu
rn

in
g digital w

orks in
to com

-
m

odity 
form

s 
an

d 
crim

in
alizin

g 
th

eir 
appropriation

, 
or 

h
ow

 
th

e 
In

tern
ation

al 
Federation

 
of

R
eprodu

ction
 R

igh
ts O

rgan
ization

s goes abou
t its bu

sin
ess? D

o you
 stu

dy h
ow

 th
e in

du
stry m

an
-
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ages in
n

ovation
 an

d experim
en

tation
? O

r w
h

y people say books are dyin
g w

h
en

 th
e U

K
, for exam

-
p le, is experien

cin
g a golden

 age of volu
m

e an
d sales, an

d w
orldw

ide th
ere are n

ow
 m

ore iPh
on

e
application

s for books th
an

 gam
es?

It asks a lot to expect th
is to lie w

ith
in

 a sin
gle prof’s in

terests an
d com

peten
ce. So w

e m
u

st get
over th

e fact th
at collaborative w

ork rem
ain

s frow
n

ed u
pon

—
or at least n

ot u
n

derstood—
in

 th
e

h
u

m
an

ities, becau
se th

at fu
rth

er en
tren

ch
es ou

r backw
ardn

ess as w
e over-com

m
it to th

e sin
gle-

au
th

ored m
on

ograph
’s m

on
astic m

odel of kn
ow

ledge.
Th

ere are im
portan

t in
n

ovation
s in

 th
e h

u
m

an
ities th

at can
, of cou

rse, be draw
n

 on
 h

ere. I am
fortu

n
ate to h

ave experien
ced in

terdisciplin
arity. B

efore bein
g disru

pted by 1990s m
an

agerialist
bu

reau
crats kissin

g u
p an

d kickin
g dow

n
, G

riffith
 an

d M
u

rdoch
 U

n
iversities in

 A
u

stralia w
ere

rem
arkable sites of teach

in
g an

d research
, fou

n
ded on

 problem
-solvin

g rath
er th

an
 sch

olarly spe-
cialization

. I tau
gh

t at both
 of th

em
 in

 th
eir h

eydays, receivin
g a lot m

ore th
an

 I gave.
W

e w
orked in

 team
s, so cou

rses w
ou

ld qu
ite n

atu
rally see collaborators w

h
ose kn

ow
ledge

arch
ed across eth

n
om

eth
odology, literary th

eory, political econ
om

y, pu
blic policy, com

m
u

n
ication

s,
film

 stu
dies, h

istory, an
d ph

ilosoph
y. Th

is w
as n

ot th
e in

terdisciplin
arity so often

 crow
ed abou

t in
th

e h
u

m
an

ities—
in

terdisciplin
arity w

ith
ou

t m
u

ltiple lan
gu

ages, n
u

m
bers, eth

n
ograph

y, geograph
y,

or experim
en

ts. It w
as m

u
ch

 m
ore ch

allen
gin

g. I h
ave sin

ce w
orked w

ith
 su

ch
 m

odels in
 research

team
s th

at h
ave gen

erated books, articles, jou
rn

als, an
d sem

in
ars. Th

ey fu
n

ction
 best w

ith
 you

n
g

sch
olars w

h
o w

an
t to do som

eth
in

g n
ew

 rath
er th

an
 feath

er n
ests. I see som

eth
in

g sim
ilar, from

 th
e

ou
tside, in

 M
cG

ill’s m
arriage of com

m
u

n
ication

 stu
dies an

d art h
istory an

d th
e w

ay an
th

ropology
an

d com
m

u
n

ication
s w

ork at th
e U

n
iversidad A

u
tón

om
a de M

éxico’s Ixtapalapa an
d C

u
ajim

alpa
cam

pu
ses.

I also adm
ire th

e “n
ew

” literary h
istory’s tripartite approach

 to an
alyzin

g texts, w
h

at R
oger

C
h

artier calls th
e recon

stru
ction

 of “older readin
gs from

 th
eir sparse an

d m
u

ltiple traces”; a focu
s

on
 “th

e text itself, th
e object th

at con
veys it, an

d th
e act th

at grasps it”; an
d an

 iden
tification

 of “th
e

strategies by w
h

ich
 au

th
ors an

d pu
blish

ers tried to im
pose an

 orth
odoxy or a prescribed readin

g.”
21

E
xistin

g approach
es m

u
st be su

pplem
en

ted to accou
n

t for lin
gu

istic tran
slation

s, m
aterial pu

b-
lication

s, prom
otion

al paratexts, readin
g practices, ecological im

pacts, an
d th

e like. Texts are con
-

tin
gen

t sites th
at accrete an

d atten
u

ate m
ean

in
gs as th

ey ru
b u

p again
st, trope, an

d are troped by
oth

er fiction
al an

d factu
al texts, social relation

s, an
d m

aterial objects, th
en

 disposed of by ragpickers
—

all th
ose occasion

s th
at allow

 th
em

 to exist, or declare th
eir m

om
en

t to be over.
In

 sh
ort, w

e m
u

st con
sider th

e life cycle of m
ean

in
g as com

m
odity sign

age. E
n

gagem
en

ts w
ith

sem
iotic qu

alities m
u

st be su
pplem

en
ted, an

d som
etim

es su
pplan

ted, by an
 accou

n
t of th

e con
di-

tion
s u

n
der w

h
ich

 m
ean

in
gs are m

ade, circu
lated, received, in

terpreted, criticized, an
d discarded,

con
siderin

g all th
e sh

ifts an
d sh

ocks th
at ch

aracterize th
eir existen

ce as cu
ltu

ral com
m

odities, th
eir

on
goin

g ren
ew

al as th
e tem

porary “property” of varied, produ
ctive w

orkers an
d pu

blics. A
 text is a

passage across space an
d tim

e, its life rem
ade again

 an
d again

 by in
stitu

tion
s, discou

rses, an
d prac-

tices of m
an

u
factu

re, circu
lation

, reception
, an

d refu
se.

In
 th

e case of fiction
, th

at m
ean

s kn
ow

in
g w

h
ich

 com
pan

ies m
ake books, th

eir processes of
produ

ction
 an

d distribu
tion

, system
s of cross-su

bsidy an
d profit, th

e com
plicity of edu

cation
al

can
on

s w
ith

 bu
sin

ess plan
s in

 th
e circu

lation
 of texts, press coverage of prizes, an

d th
e carbon

 foot-
prin

t of cu
ltu

re.
Su

ch
 qu

estion
s are rarely posed in

 th
e h

u
m

an
ities—

th
e w

h
o, w

h
at, w

h
en

, w
h

ere, w
h

y, h
ow

,
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T

H
E

 E
N

D
M

ILLE
R

an
d effect of textu

ality. Th
e m

ore fam
iliar an

d com
fortable w

orld of th
e sem

in
arian

 h
erm

en
eu

t
a blaze, in

terpretin
g m

ean
in

g left, righ
t, an

d cen
tre, rem

ain
s h

egem
on

ic in
 doctoral program

s an
d

su
bsidized books. E

lsew
h

ere—
n

ot so m
u

ch
.

W
ealth

y u
n

iversities m
ay w

ell be rein
ven

tin
g th

e h
u

m
an

ities for th
e tablet-w

ieldin
g rath

er
th

an
 tab-poppin

g gen
eration

, su
ch

 th
at th

e digital h
u

m
an

ities n
ew

bie ferrets am
iably arou

n
d for

m
aps of Seven

 D
ials in

 order to en
rich

 th
e experien

ce of stu
dyin

g D
icken

s; bu
t w

h
at w

ill th
at m

ean
for th

e stu
den

t dow
n

 th
e road in

 th
e state sch

ool?
H

u
m

an
ities O

n
e an

d Tw
o m

u
st m

erge. Th
ey m

u
st learn

 from
 on

e an
oth

er, w
ith

 th
e ph

ilosoph
ical

focu
s of O

n
e m

eetin
g th

e in
stitu

tion
al focu

s of Tw
o. Th

ey m
u

st fin
d com

m
on

 cau
se, th

en
 reach

 ou
t

to colleagu
es an

d fellow
-travellers in

 oth
er parts of cam

pu
s an

d th
e w

ider political econ
om

y, be
th

ey scien
tists, pu

blish
ers, librarian

s, creation
ists, or gam

ers, be th
ey precariou

s, ten
u

red, or w
on

ky.
Th

e cen
trality of a n

ew
, refu

rbish
ed, collectivist h

u
m

an
ities to rebalan

cin
g econ

om
y an

d society
m

u
st be asserted to all th

ese players in
 a w

ay th
at is credible to social m

ovem
en

ts, w
orkers, an

d pol-
icy m

akers. O
th

erw
ise it w

ill be th
e en

d. A
n

d n
ot before tim

e. O
l’ blu

e eyes w
on

’t com
e back. H

e
left th

e bu
ildin

g a w
h

ile ago.
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